
The Great Hutaree Bust: 

Dogpatch calls for insurrection 



The Updated 
25th anniversary 

Edition of the Book 
that Started it All 

On March 25, 2009, Notre Dame was embroiled in the biggest 

controversy to hit the campus since the performance of The Va¬ 

gina Monologues. A few days earlier, Notre Dame president John 

Jenkins, CSC had announced that the university planned to give 

President Barack Obama an honorary doctorate. Within hours of 

the announcement a storm of protest erupted which showed no 

sign of dying down any time soon. Citing the statement of the US 

Catholic Bishops in 2004, “The Catholic community and Catho¬ 

lic institutions should not honor those who act in defiance of our 

fundamental moral principles. They should not be given awards, 

honors or platforms which would suggest support for their actions” 

the ordinary of the Diocese of Fort Wayne-South Bend, John M. 

D’Arcy announced that, for the first time in 25 years, he would not be attending graduation ceremonies at Notre 

Dame, because “President Obama has recently affirmed, and has now placed in public policy, his long stated unwilling¬ 

ness to hold human life as sacred.” 

By April 2009 over 250,000people had signed a petition condemning Notre Dame's actions, and Bishop 

Thomas ]. Olmstead of the Phoenix, Arizona diocese joined with his colleague Bishop DArcy in denouncing Jenkins' deci¬ 

sion, calling the decision to honor President Obama a “public act of disobedience" and a “grave mistake. ” 

Beginning in June 1984 and continuing for the next 25 years. Fidelity Magazine and then Culture Wars published a 

series of articles on Notre Dame that rocked the Catholic World. Beginning with a survay of the theolgy department. 

Those articles described a sordid web of intrigue which included blackmail and murder and which amounts to the best 

description of the trajectory that began when Father Hesburgh stole Notre Dame from the Catholic Church in 1967. 

Written by one of the most acute observers of the contemporary Catholic scene and compiled over a quarter of a Cen¬ 

tury, these articles tell the compelling story of the demise of Catholic education in America. 

□ I have enclosed $27 plus $5 S & H for the revised 25th anniversary edition of Is Notre Dame Still Catholic? 

N ame:_ 

Address:. 

City:_ State:, Zip: 
Total: $_ 

MAIL YOUR ORDER TO: Fidelity Press • 206 Marquette Ave. • South Bend, IN 46617 
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LETTERS 
EVOLUTIONARY MODERNISM 

You are certainly to be com¬ 

mended for your very informative 

survey of the history of nature wor¬ 

ship. However, I cannot agree with 

your conclusion (p. 19) that the first 

reason that Dawn Brancheau jumped 

into the tank to ride on and play with 

the killer whale is capitalism. 

While it is true that the lust for 

money-power dominates our culture, 

I see a more primary reason for what 

is certainly an expression of explicit 

bestiality in the photograph on the 

cover of Culture Wars for April 2010. 

And this overt bestiality, especially as 

it has taken the place of the normal 

process of childbearing I see as the 

culminating expression of the evolu¬ 

tionary worldview that dominates 

our culture worldwide, having taken 

the place of the Biblical-Catholic- 

Christian worldview. 

Evolution, both cosmic and ter¬ 

restrial, teaches us today, from Kin¬ 

dergarten on, that we are made in 

the image of beasts, having evolved 

form the lower animals. Is it not 

natural, then, that this ideology 

would culminate in the kind of 

overt bestiality we can see in Dawn 

Brancheaus chosen profession? It is 

a progression in evil, beginning in 

the mind as a scientific “fact” and 

leading, therefore, to praiseworthy 

practices such as we see so com¬ 

monly portrayed in the media and 

in real life. You document this pro¬ 

gression in cultural decadence very 

well and accurately. 

But I submit that you miss the real 

cause, which is not in the political or 

economic sphere but rather in the 

philosophical-ideological sphere. The 

only remedy is, as you well indicate, a 

return to the Catholic teaching that 

grace does not destroy nature but 

rather heals and perfects our nature 

wounded by the original sin of 

Adam and Eve. I don’t see any hope 

of this happening until Catholics re¬ 

alize that our culture is presently 

dominated by an intrinsically evil 

ideologically inspired scientism that 

Pope St. Pius X described and con¬ 

demned in his Encyclical Pascendi 

and Syllabus Lamentabili (both in 

1907). That Catholic intellectuals 

like yourself consistently fail to ex¬ 

pose this primary root “synthesis of 

all heresies” that is evolutionary 

Modernism is the main reason why 

it continues to flourish and bring 

about the loss of unknown numbers 

of souls. 

Paula Haigh 

Nazareth, Kentucky 

LIBERAL LUNATICS 

Your essay on Dawn Brancheau’ 

death at SeaWorld was insightful 

to say the least. So many young 

people are misled by the liberal lu¬ 

natics of our time. This young 

woman believed whales to be her 

children and, even more delu¬ 

sional, I think she believed that 

whales thought she was their 

mother! 

Stephen J. Sanborn 

Mead, Washington 

APRIL ISSUE 

Re: your April 2010 issue, the ar¬ 

ticle by Mr. Pogonowski, p. 12. 

Lenin died January 21, 1924, not 

1923. 

John WW. Cooper 

New York, New York 

THEOCONS AND NEOCONS 

Thanks and congratulations to 

Anthony S. McCarthy for his article 

“Moral Squeamishness” in the Feb¬ 

ruary 2010 CW. He performed great 

research and made insightful conclu¬ 

sions on Standpoint, the latest 

neocon magazine to come on the 

scene urging endless war against the 

Arabic and Muslim world. What I’m 

about to relate shows that the 

neocon obsession with war and revo¬ 

lution or, to use one of the neocons’ 

favorite terms, “creative destruc¬ 

tion,” has infiltrated Protestantism as 

well as Catholicism. 

United Church of God is a spin¬ 

off from Herbert W. Armstrong’s 

Worldwide Church of God, and 

they publish the newsletter World 

News & Prophecy. One of its writers 

is John Ross Schroeder, who cites 

one neocon publication or commen¬ 

tator after another; he has cited 

Melanie Phillips many times in his 

ardent support of the “War on Ter¬ 

ror!” and his unwavering support for 

Israel’s government. After reading 

Mr. McCarthy’s review of Stand¬ 

point, I said to myself that the very 

next time I read Mr. Schroeder in 

WN&P, he’s not only going to cite 

Standpoint, but praise its writers as if 

they are the only ones with the right 

answers for the Middle East; and 

that’s exactly what he did, to a tee. 

The article where he cited Stand¬ 

point another anti-Muslim, anti- 

Arab warning that if aggressive war 

isn’t waged by UK and US, the star 

and crescent moon will fly over the 

entire Western world. The only 

photo to accompany the article was 

of a burqa-wearing jihadist holding a 

rocket launcher with his left hand 

while resting it upon his shoulder. 

Standpoint editor Daniel Johnson is 
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praised as “insightful” for urging ag¬ 

gressive war, in stark contrast to the 

goofy yet professorial photo of him 

in Mr. McCarthy’s article. The Prot¬ 

estant theocons believe that waging 

aggressive, unjust war against Mus¬ 

lims and Arabs is justified and 

proper because it takes out enemies 

of the Jews living in Israel, while the 

Catholic theocons want to recapmre 

lands from Mohammed’s armies; 

hence the unholy alliance between the 

theocons and the Jewish neocons. 

After reading Mr. McCarthy’s 

lengthy review of this latest journal 

of neocon propaganda, one can only 

give some kind of morbid credit to 

this cabal: they use scholarship, so¬ 

phistication, sophistry, flattery, de¬ 

ception, trickery, and even a wee bit 

of modern-day witchcraft to infil¬ 

trate and eventually take over Chris¬ 

tian and pseudo-Christian churches 

and organizations and use them to 

teach anti-Christ precepts promot¬ 

ing immoral war, torture, ethnic and 

tribal favoritism and allegiance, and 

hatred of Arabs and Islam while 

rarely voicing opposition to any 

other non-Christian religion. 

With “Moral Squeamishness,” 

Anthony S. McCarthy and E. 

Michael Jones have fired a shot 

across the bow of this latest assault 

ship of the neocon armada. And like 

so many things that float across the 

pond, it’s probably only a matter of 

time before Standpoint winds up in 

bookstores and on news-stands in 

America. 

Kenneth Reynolds 

Bronx, New York 

MEN UPON THE RACK 

Reading the last copy of Culture 

Wars I thought I had opened The 

Weekly Standard by mistake; a let¬ 

ter to the editor seemed to be writ¬ 

ten by Bill Kristol. Closer examina¬ 

tion revealed that it came from a 

Catholic priest. Having read a 

book by “a faithful Catholic,” 

Mark Thiessen, concerning tor¬ 

ture, the good Father exonerates 

the CIA., showing how 

waterboarding is just a scary expe¬ 

rience, besides, the Muslims have a 

get out of jail free card. They can 

just tell Allah, I did my best, and 

all is forgiven. 

More than 150 detainees have 

died in custody, perhaps Father 

Harrison can explain the picture of 

the cadaver on ice with the female 

prison guard smiling, giving the 

thumbs up, it is my understanding 

the guards had nothing to do with 

his death. How often have we 

heard the statement, “they sang 

like canaries”? One would think 

after this songfest, Osama Bin 

Faden and Mullah Omar would be 

posing for the New York Post in 

their burial shrouds. The body en¬ 

cased in ice was that of Manadel al 

Jamadi who was brought to Abu 

Ghraib by CIA agents for interro¬ 

gation. One hour later he was 

dead; military pathologists ruled 

his death a homicide [sic, suicide], 

but who believes them? One could 

reasonably expect that the songs 

they were singing were requests 

from the audience. The guards 

were not questioning them. The 

CIA was enticing them to sing, so 

Culture Wars welcomes letters to the editor. 

Preference will be given to letters which deal 

with topics discussed in the magazine. Letters 

should ideally be limited to one single-spaced 

page, but we know how difficult it is to follow 

ideals in this world. Letters can be sent by mail 

to Culture Wars, 206 Marquette Ave., South 

Bend, IN 46617; by fax to 219-289-1461; or by 

electronic mail to Jones@culturewars.com. 
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they gave them the old favorites, 

like Saddam was training terrorists 

in biological warfare, music to 

Cheneys ears, no doubt. This 

melody was so beautiful that it sent 

then Secretary of State Colin 

Powell to the UN, where he enrap¬ 

tured the members, sent the Main 

Stream Media swooning, and we 

were off to War with Iraq. 

Since the learned priest gave a 

plug to Thiessens book, let me 

close with a similar recommenda¬ 

tion, the documentary. Taxi to the 

Dark Side. The Afghan Dilawar 

must have been unaware of the 

“curious clause in their theology,” 

since he also ended up dead. The 

American military coroner stated 

that Diwar was the victim of a ho¬ 

micide, while being tuned up for a 

solo with the CIA. The enlisted 

men went to prison; the CIA offic¬ 

ers were not even questioned. As 

Shakespeare wrote, “I fear that you 

speak as men upon the rack where 

men enforced do speak anything.” 

Stephen J. Peters 

Congers, New York 

THE TORTURE PRIEST 

I have been enjoying Culture 

Wars for quite a number of years 

now and very much appreciate 

your efforts in regard to the pursuit 

of Catholic truth. Your article on 

The Weber Thesis (February 2010) 

was exceptional and I recom¬ 

mended to all my acquaintances 

the portion you made available at 

the CW website. I was hoping that 

you might continue that theme in 

the March issue but, when I ex¬ 

pectantly turned to the first page of 

the Letters section, I was appalled 

to find another disinformation- 

filled letter from Fr. Brian 

Harrison. 

It is quite beyond my under¬ 

standing why you continue to pub¬ 

lish such lies — without any dis¬ 

claimer — and thereby lend the 

pages of CW to the propagation of 

Fox News-like evil. You chose to 

publish an extended piece of drivel 

from this Fr. Harrison in your Feb¬ 

ruary 2009 issue in which, among 

several items of propaganda and 

monumental illogic, the gentle Fa¬ 

ther offers that the current war in 

Iraq is not unjust because, accord¬ 

ing to him, it is a completely “new 

war” from that of our initial unjust 

conquest and that we are, there¬ 

fore, morally obliged to stay and 

clean up the mess we made. (Thus, 

if a thief breaks into your house, 

murders and rapes your relatives, 

destroys your furnishings and live¬ 

lihood; he is morally obliged to 

stay there and continue his depre¬ 

dations until he gets around to fix¬ 

ing what he broke, should he ever 

decide to do so.) And now we are 

treated to the good Fathers en¬ 

dorsement of American 

waterboarding because, mirabile 

visu, it is not really torture at all 

and, WOW, we are getting just 

loads of “lifesaving” information 

out of it. 

Contrary to what the reverend 

Father would like your readers to 

believe, American waterboard tor¬ 

ture is a grotesque evil. Excellent 

recent discussions of our torture 

methods can be found in the ar¬ 

ticles of Mark Benjamin 

(“Waterboarding for Dummies,” 

3/9/10) and Glenn Greenwald 

(“What every American should be 

made to learn about the IG Torture 

Report,” 8/24/09, and “The Crime 

of not ‘Looking Backward,’” 1/19/ 

10) at Salon.com among many 

other articles easily found on the 

internet, as I am sure you are 

aware. Not only is waterboarding, 

as practiced under the auspices of 

the CIA and their Israeli helpers, 

extremely brutal and deadly, not 

only is the so-called waterboarding 

training that the US Navy and Ma¬ 

rines receive not comparable to 

these torture practices but there 

have been at least 100 deaths dur¬ 

ing or as a result of such torture 

sessions. But certainly the military 

received some wonderful “lifesav¬ 

ing” information from torturing 

people, who are planning such out¬ 

rageous activities as trying to kill 

American soldiers just because they 

have occupied their country and 

murdered their relatives. Can you 

imagine? Although it is not com¬ 

pletely clear that the leads came 

from torture, it appears likely that 

such actionable “intelligence” was 

recently demonstrated by the raids 

of General McCrystafs death 

squads in Khataba in February in 

which two pregnant women, a 

young girl, a policeman and a gov¬ 

ernment prosecutor were murdered 

by SOCOM forces (who then tried 

to cover it up only to have it re¬ 

vealed through the persistence of 

the British reporter Jerome Starkey 

after the initial, high-level cover-up 

was implemented) and the mur¬ 

ders of the 9 young boys in Kunar 

in December, who were bound 

hand and foot and then executed 

by American mercenaries and their 

CIA handlers. (I would recom¬ 

mend to the attention of your 

readers the columns of retired Na¬ 

val Commander Jeff Huber on the 

psychopathic serial killer 

McCrystal and his associates, avail¬ 

able at Antiwar.com, particularly 

his recent offering “McCrackers,” 

4/6/10.) 
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I am sure it has escaped the de- is: Fallujah. I am sure the tender eliminated by the Taliban but, 

vout Fathers notice but, as noted Father remembers the American amazingly, now thrive under our 

by Robert Fisk last year, among triumph of Fallujah but for those benevolent administration. There 

numerous other writers, we have of your readers who may have for- was a telling recent story by Gareth 

reached a most significant mile- gotten this episode in this “new Porter, 3/31/10, discussing an in¬ 

stone in Iraq and can all be proud war, this just war in Iraq, it was dependent investigation into the 

to have killed, severely injured or briefly this: Some American merce- abuse of children in Afghan jails. It 

driven from their homes over half naries machine-gunned a score of surveyed over 600 children and 

the population of Iraq. Let me re- peaceful demonstrators in that found that nearly two-thirds of the 

peat that for emphasis. W€ hcLV€ town and, the next day, the out- young boys there were abused, i.e., 

killed, severely wounded, injured or raged residents chanced upon four tortured or sodomized. So it would 

driven from their homes over half the of these mercenaries and proceeded seem that our American culture is 

population of Iraq. But, as the Fa- to viciously kill them, obviously making great strides in that coun- 

ther noted a year ago, the Iraqi are forgetting the difference in the in- try under our puppet Karzai. And 

just ecstatic to have us there, par- trinsic value of American lives ver- did anyone notice that, surpris- 

ticularly the lackeys we have bribed sus Iraqi lives. Luckily, this later ingly, the party of the CIA em- 

to betray their countrymen. Things event was caught on camera, to the ployee, Mr. Allawi, won the recent 

are just soooo much better than life great joy of our military leaders, Iraq election and that he may be 

under Saddam, except for all the who now had a perfect excuse to our next puppet ruler there? And 

corpses, cripples, and the now eliminate a substantial segment of let me recommend to your atten- 

regnant Western Culture which has the recalcitrant population of tion the new DOD snuff video just 

been inflicted upon them. Unfor- Baghdad. Our gallant military sur- released on 4/6/10, through 

tunately, it appears that the “life- rounded this town of a quarter Wikileaks, of our gallant centuri- 

saving about which the dear Fa- million people; allowed the women ons gleefully machine-gunning 

ther spoke was not that of Iraqis or and young children to leave, post- Iraqi civilians and a couple of 

Afghans, the value of the deaths of ing snipers about the periphery, Reuters workers, from the safety of 

our subjects being much infetior to doubtless with references to bibli- their helicopter, available at 

those of their American masters, cal verses on their telescopic sights, colateralmurder.org. And on and 

And please also note that, due to so that all men trying to escape on it goes thanks to the bovine 

the demographics of these coun- could be executed from afar; and masses of this country, the majority 

tries, whenever you read about us proceeded to level the majority of of whom are always happy to mur- 

killing dozens or hundreds or mil- the town and kill anything that der other people, and apologists for 

hons of these unfortunates, that, moved. We will never know just the Empire like Fr. Brian Harrison, 

on average, half of them are chil- how many were murdered but a The Torture Priest. 

dren and half are women. Should conservative estimate would put I was somewhat delayed in get- 

your readers want to hear the per- the figure in the area of 50,000. ting to the March issue of CWand 

spective of an actual Iraqi, rather This is the tender care being exer- did not begin reading it until Holy 

than the fever dreams of the loving cised by our military in Iraq and Week. What a dramatic counter- 

Father, they can still visit the Afghanistan to rebuild these devas- point this letter made to the con- 

postings of the Iraqi girl blogger, rated countries — nothing “im- templation of the torture of our 

Riverbend, at riverbendblog.blog moral” there, right Father? Lord Jesus. One could almost see 

spot.com, which are still available And please note that, subsequent Fr. Harrison there, encouraging the 

even though she also has been to this great triumph, we have in- Romans during the flagellation, 

forced to flee that country. Let me flicted the Fallujah Solution on a It is really beyond my understand- 

also remind your readers as well number of other cities in Iraq. ing why you continue to provide a 

as answer the kind Fathers ques- While, in Afghanistan, we have platform for this poor, deranged 

tion of last February of one seen the flowering of the opium in- man to spew his evil propaganda, 

event which exemplifies just how dustry and the return of the Are we not subjected to enough of 

immoral the current war in Iraq pederasts to Kabul, which were this from the mainstream media? 
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Quite frankly, Dr. Jones, I am very 

disappointed in you. 

James Russell 

Oxford, Mississippi 

SORRY 

Sorry I disappointed you. Your 

disappointment, however, stems 

from a failure to distinguish be¬ 

tween the articles I write and the 

letters to the editor which com¬ 

ment on those and other articles in 

Culture Wars. I generally agree with 

what I have written, but more of¬ 

ten than not, the letters column is 

the place where people take issue 

with those and other articles and 

letters. I did quote Father Harrison 

in my article on torture, but I 

think I made equally clear my dis¬ 

agreement with his position. I did 

not support the war in Iraq, nor 

did I support the torture which 

followed on the heels of that inva¬ 

sion. 

E. Michael Jones 

South Bend, Indiana 

THE FIRST CASUALTY 

Phillip Knighley wrote a book 

entitled: The First Casualty: From 

the Crimea to Vietnam: The War 

Correspondent as Hero, Propagandist 

and Myth Maker (Harcourt, NY, 

1975). His introduction is based 

on a quote from Senator Hiram 

Johnson, 1917: “The first casualty 

when war comes is truth” Iwo 

Cyprian Pogonowski writes (CW, 

March 2010, p. 9): “The Nazi- 

German wartime death machine 

included a system of over 8000 

camps in which were 18 million 

prisoners, of which 11,500,000 

were killed, while other victims 

were executed elsewhere.” Also 

{CW, Jan. 2010, p. 16): “Despite 

horrible losses inflicted on Poland 

and the tragic loss of over six mil¬ 

lion people or 20 percent of the 

population, Poland survived the 

war. 

I consider these numbers war¬ 

time and peacetime propaganda 

exaggerations by many millions 

used in order to justify everything 

unjustifiable that the victors did. 

Therefore, I ask Mr. Pogonowski 

to present to his readers the title 

and author names of one or more 

easily available, reliable, scientific 

documentations written by profes¬ 

sional academic historians with 

university connections proving his 

statements. Sixty-five years after 

the war there must exist such docu¬ 

mentations if these numbers are 

still being distributed. Unfortu¬ 

nately, they are unknown to me. 

Any large numbers like 

“11,500,000” or “6,000,000” are 

the sum of many smaller numbers 

for specific camps, locations and 

times. This documentation must 

therefore also show these smaller 

numbers with references of their 

origin. All papers of all German 

camps are collected and archived 

by the International Tracing Ser¬ 

vice in Arolsen, Hessen. But these 

archives were closed for historical 

research until recently, for more 

than 60 years. Why??? Because 

they do not prove what is said and 

printed? Let’s stop name calling 

and let’s find out the truth. 

Iwo Pogonowski {Culture WarSy 

March 2010, p. 6) claims my “ba¬ 

sic idea is to ‘blame the victims,’ 

rather than to have the courage to 

face the truth about the bestiality 

of the Bolsheviks and the utter in¬ 

humanity of the Nazis, both of 

whom greatly contributed to make 

the 20^^ century the most deadly in 

the history of the human race.” I 

do not blame any victims. All his¬ 

torians know the status of victim 

can always change from one group 

to another. From 1919-1939 Po¬ 

land was not a victim. But Poland 

made two million Germans into 

victims when they were put under 

Polish rule against their will and 

against the promise made by Presi¬ 

dent Wilson’s Fourteen Points of 

January 1918. All the details on 

this sad chapter can be found in 

the book by Richard Blanke: The 

Germans in Western Poland 1918' 

1939 (University Press of Ken¬ 

tucky, 1993) [7] and Reference 

[10]. The same happened to 3.5 

million Sudeten-Germans in 

Czechoslovakia [11]. 

Lewis Namier, a member of the 

British delegation denounced the 

Franco-Polish border proposals in 

Versailles as a gratuitous effort to 

humiliate Germany and warned 

that “the Germans will accept hu¬ 

miliation from their real conquer¬ 

ors but not from the Poles.” The 

British Premier Minister Lloyd 

George was adamant and said: 

“The proposals of the Polish Fron¬ 

tier Commission that we should 

place 2.1 million Germans under 

the control of a people which is of 

a different religion and which has 

never proved its capacity for stable 

self-government throughout its 

history must, in my judgement, 

lead sooner or later to a new war in 

the east of Europe” [7, p. 18-19]. 

President Wilson expressed a be¬ 

lated realization that “the only in¬ 

terest of France in Poland is in 
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weakening Germany by giving Po¬ 

land territory to which she has no 

right” [7, p. 19]. Thus, WWII 

was already pretty well pre-pro¬ 

grammed according to the key 

politicians of that time. 

The “inhumanity of the Nazis” is 

treated somewhere in the Ameri¬ 

can media basically every day in ev¬ 

ery section, so there is no need to 

discuss or repeat it here. Example: 

The AP article on Easter Sunday 

(!!!), April 4, 2010, of all days, in 

The Sunday Gazette entitled “Cre¬ 

ators of Curious George carried art 

while fleeing Nazis.” So, you are 

an artist and, of course, you have 

to flee the evil “Nazis”, which 

means for most readers, of course, 

the evil Germans. Nothing critical 

of “inhumanity” of Poles, Soviets, 

Czechs or other “victors of WWII” 

is ever published. Most Americans 

have never heard or read anything 

about the greatest “Ethnic Cleans¬ 

ing” operation in European and 

World history that occurred in 

1945-1950 affecting about 15 mil¬ 

lion people, of which many were 

also killed. The main beneficiaries 

of these events were the Polish 

people and the Czechs. Who 

knows or has ever read anything 

about the Benesch Decrees? 

The “bestiality of the Bolsheviks” 

is almost unknown in America, be¬ 

cause they were the good allies. 

(Remember Stalins surname: 

“Uncle Joe”). Polish propagandists 

have been very successful to tell the 

world that they have always been 

“victims”. But Poland and 

Czechoslovakia used the opportu¬ 

nities given them by the victorious 

Allies in 1945 to make 8-10 mil¬ 

lion East-Germans and 3.5 million 

Sudeten-Germans victims of Pol¬ 

ish/Czech inhumanity and crimi¬ 

nality on a large scale as not seen in 

human history before, especially in 

peace time, by expelling them from 

their lands between the Oder/ 

Neisse and Memel rivers. These ex¬ 

pelled Germans and their ancestors 

lived there for 700 years, and de¬ 

veloped these lands. This happened 

even centuries before America was 

discovered. The Poles and Czechs 

cannot put guilt on Stalin, because 

Stalin and his Russians did not 

move into the homes of expelled 

Germans in Breslau, Stettin or 

Danzig and hundreds of other 

German cities and villages. 

But Stalin committed the same 

crime in half of East Prussia, and 

Benesch did it with 3.5 million 

Sudeten-Germans. These ethnic 

cleansing crimes, in peacetime (!), 

on people who lived with their an¬ 

cestors in these East German Lands 

(now “West Poland”) are, of 

course, in America and the world 

basically unknown due to the suc¬ 

cessful efforts of Polish propagan¬ 

dists and the broken spines of the 

Germans after the most intense 

100 year lasting Anti-German pro¬ 

paganda campaigns which never 

stop (see Culture Wars, Jan.-March 

2010). Poland and Czechoslovakia 

tried to eliminate and erase this 

700-year history of East-Germany 

from the memory of mankind in 

order to “eliminate” any need for 

guilt feelings,' if there are any, at 

least for people with a conscience. 

Now, Germany cannot get back 

these lands, but nobody can expect 

or request that the Germans forget 

this loss and how it was done, espe¬ 

cially if real and exaggerated Ger¬ 

man crimes are mentioned some¬ 

where in the media basically every 

day. The “Anti-Germans” never 

miss an opportunity to mention 

German Crimes in the mass media. 

Why should one not be permitted 

to answer by mentioning “Anti- 

German” crimes? 

One should not say now Poland 

needed compensation for East-Po- 

land (=West Ukrainia and West- 

Belarus) conquered by Pildsuski 

1920, (Treaty of Riga, March 18, 

1921) and re-annexed 1939 by 

Stalin to the Soviet Union. The 

Poles there were a minority and 

they were not expelled by Stalin, 

but could leave to Poland if they 

wanted. If the Polish or Czech 

governments were really interested 

in true reconciliation and peaceful 

coexistence they could say: “OK, 

we realize that in 1945 we went 

too far, but we are interested in 

true reconciliation. As a sign of 

that we give back one city, for ex¬ 

ample West-Stettin or Karlsbad.” 

The Berlin Government could say: 

“All Poles and Czechs living now in 

that city can, of course, stay. No¬ 

body will be expelled. After all we 

have now a united Europe.” Noth¬ 

ing like that will, of course, ever 

happen. But why not dream about 

a better world that could, at least 

theoretically exist? 

The always “peaceful” Poles and 

Czechs like to talk about Slavic 

solidarity with their equally “peace¬ 

ful” Slavic Russian brothers. A 

look on any globe shows clearly 

that no race, if one would like to 

talk about a race in this case, has 

conquered more “Lebensraum” 

than the Slavs. It reaches today 

from Bohemia and the Oder/ 

Neisse rivers to Wladivostok and 

Kolyma. Questions: Was the 

Slavic “Drang nach Westen” 

planned already at the Pan-Slavic 

Congress of Prague in 1848 really 

necessary? Decades before Hitler 
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was born? This question is also ad¬ 

dressed to all other Allies of WWII 

who wanted to inflict permanent 

damage to Germany. Have Ameri¬ 

cans ever heard about Kolyma? 

Pogonowski asks: “Why is 

Mueller so friendly to the Sovi¬ 

ets. . .?” He is not. But before this 

subject can be discussed reasonably 

well the readers should really have 

studied the books of the Russian 

historian Victor Suvorov who is ba¬ 

sically unknown in America, be¬ 

cause he is not “politically correct.” 

His ground-breaking book The Ice- 

breaker — Who Started the Second 

World War? was published already 

in 1990 in London by Hamish- 

Hamilton and in 1988 in Paris. It 

took almost 20 years for one of his 

important books to be published 

in USA. Now we have one: Victor 

Suvorov, The Chief Culprit — 

Stalins Grand Design to Start World 

War II (Naval Institute Press, An¬ 

napolis, MD 21402, 2008). The 

Anti-Germans will not like this 

book. If Suvorovs thesis is correct, 

the whole history of WWII has to 

be rewritten, including the list of 

“victims.” 

Here is a quote from page 108 of 

Suvorovs book: “If Stalin had 

wanted peace, in August 1939 he 

had many opportunities to avert 

war. One of them was to follow 

the example of Britain and France 

and give guarantee of safety to Po¬ 

land. Or he could simply have 

drawn out his talks with Britain 

and France, which would have 

served as a warning to Hitler: ‘In¬ 

vade Poland, but keep in mind that 

all of Europe is against you, we are 

gathered here in Moscow talking 

about something, and all we have 

to do is blockade Germany.’ But 

Stalin choose his own way.” 

Why did Stalin choose his own 

way? As predicted by Lenin he 

wanted back what Russia lost in 

the Treaty of Riga of March 18, 

1921. In addition he wanted a war 

to start between Germany and En¬ 

gland/France. According to 

Suvorov he planned to attack Eu¬ 

rope in July of 1941. But Hitler 

destroyed that plan on June 22, 

1941. Stalin’s strongest army was 

located opposite to the Rumanian 

oil fields. If he would have suc¬ 

ceeded to get them, the Red Army’s 

drive to the Atlantic could not 

have been stopped. Stalin at least 

could with help from the Poles 

(ICP, CW, Jan. 2010!) conquer 

Berlin in 1945 after tremendous 

losses. 

Pogonowski writes (p. 6): “Why 

the amazingly disproportional ex¬ 

aggeration of the faults of the Poles 

in the 20^^ century?” Why is it an 

“amazingly disproportional exag¬ 

geration” to mention the conquest 

of so-called “East-Poland (= West 

Ukrainia, West-Belarus, parts of 

Lithuania) in 1920 with the Treaty 

of Riga moving Poland’s border 

200-300 km to the east? This was, 

of course, one of the main reasons 

for the Stalin-Hitler pact of 1939 

that led to WWII. Lenin said in 

March 1921: “We will get this 

land back sometime.” It is pure 

megalomania (“Grossenwahn”) if 

the Poles assumed that a nation of 

20 million can attack the Soviet 

Union with 150 million people 

and believe this can lead to a stable 

peaceful political arrangement for 

the future. Of course, this Riga 

Treaty ending a Polish war of ag¬ 

gression is never mentioned by Pol¬ 

ish and other “politically correct” 

historians for whom Hitler and the 

Germans are the only guilty ones. 

The real story of the “alleged Pol¬ 

ish atrocities against Germans liv¬ 

ing in Poland . . .either fictional or 

based on extreme exaggeration of 

very minor incidents” is discussed 

in the Book by Hugo Rasmus: 

Pomerellen — Westpreussen 1919' 

1939 (Herbig, 1986), [2]. It is not 

a nice story. 

Pogonowski writes (p. 6) “The 

author is correct that great cruelties 

were perpetrated against Germans 

living in Poland in 1945.” This 

one sentence shows very clearly 

why this letter exchange is neces¬ 

sary. The one single word “Po¬ 

land” in this sentence demon¬ 

strates, beyond any doubt, the at¬ 

tempt by Polish patriots and super¬ 

nationalists to erase from the 

memory of mankind 700 years of 

East-German history. The word 

“Poland” in that sentence must be 

replaced, of course, by “Germany.” 

In the year 1945 Silesia, East- 

Brandenburg, Pomerania, the 

Danzig Area, East Prussia, 

Memelland, were part of Germany 

like Bavaria with German popula¬ 

tions and can not be called “Po¬ 

land.” The above mentioned sen¬ 

tence must be rejected because it is 

historically incorrect, to say it 

mildly. In his January article 

Pogonowski writes: “Now Poland 

. . . has the same borders which it 

had already one thousand years 

ago.” With this he wants to justify 

the greatest “Ethnic Cleansing” op¬ 

eration in Europe. But a thousand 

years ago state borders in the mod¬ 

ern sense simply did not exist. 

Most of the land was still primeval 

forests or jungles. Even today East 

Europe has a low population den¬ 

sity compared with Western Eu¬ 

rope. Thus, this argument is not 

valid to justify the unjustifiable. 
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I am accused of making “so 

much efforts to grasp at straws, 

looking into remote corners to find 

any possible way to find faults with 

the Poles.” Pogonowski is a real 

master in doing exactly this with 

regard to German crimes and faults 

in basically all his articles, for ex¬ 

ample read “Bad Money” in CW, 

Feb. 2010, where he writes: “In 

1938 . . .85 percent of the German 

population was enthusiastic about 

Hitler.” As a historian Pogonowski 

knows very well that if a dictator¬ 

ship is finally entrenched as it was 

in Germany in 1938, internal re¬ 

volt is almost impossible. But his 

conclusion is: 85 percent of all 

Germans are “guilty,” whereas 

Poles are never “guilty” of any¬ 

thing. After the Reformation there 

was no “presence of Polish-Catho¬ 

lic culture ... in Prussia.” German 

Catholics were driven from their 

homes and villages in East-Ger- 

many just as all other Germans af¬ 

ter 1945. They certainly did not 

benefit from any “Polish-Catholic 

culture.” In this matter of the Pol¬ 

ish ''Drang nach Westen' Polish 

Communists and Polish Catholics 

were and still are “one heart and 

one soul.” I have never heard or 

read that a Polish Catholic Clergy¬ 

man has spoken out against the 

West-expansion of Poland. Here 

one should also mention the sad 

history of Cardinal Hlond. 

Pogonowski writes about “de¬ 

liberate genocidal attempts to 

eliminate entire ethnic groups.” 

The historical fact is that there was 

no “deliberate genocidal attempt to 

eliminate the Polish people as 

proven by more than 40 million 

Poles living today in good health 

and spirit. In 1939 there were only 

about 24 million Poles. It certainly 

helps to win wars. Which other 

European nation had a similar 

population increase since the war 

without any forced immigration by 

foreigners? It is also an undeniable 

fact that an entire ethnic group of 

about 8-10 million human beings 

has been eliminated between the 

Oder/Neisse and Memel rivers af¬ 

ter 1945. In Sudetenland (then 

part of Czechoslovakia) there were 

3.5 million additional German 

people eliminated. More in Hun¬ 

gary and Yugoslavia. These facts 

are, as mentioned before, basically 

totally unknown in America. This 

is one reason why they have to be 

mentioned here. 

Pogonowski claims {CW, Jan. 

2010, p.l6) “the tragic loss of over 

six million people or 20% of the 

population” of Poland. Up to June 

7, 1943, the German Wehrmacht 

(army) had dug up the remains of 

4143 Polish officers killed by the 

NKVD at the order of Stalin in 

Katyn near Smolensk. As far as 

possible they were also identified. 

Several books are available on the 

sad and tragic fate of these Poles. 

The listing of their names is avail¬ 

able as far as possible [8]. If it now 

would be true that “six million 

people” have been killed during 

WWII in Poland there would have 

to exist 6,000,000 / 4,000 = 1500 

mass graves in the order of magni¬ 

tude of those in Katyn, with about 

4000 corpses each. Or 3000 mass 

graves with 2000 dead people each. 

The historical fact now is that dur¬ 

ing the past 65 years not a single 

one of these thousands of mass 

cemeteries has been found and in¬ 

vestigated. If only one or two 

would have been found, the front 

pages of all the big newspapers of 

the Western world would have 

been filled with terrible articles 

with even more terrible pictures for 

weeks. This argument alone inde¬ 

pendent of population statistics 

should raise serious doubts about the 

truthfulness of the six million figure. 

On the other hand, crematoria 

which could cremate 6,000,000 

corpses simply did not exist and were 

never shown to exist. 

Pogonowski writes on page 16 

(Jan.2010): “Poles remember that 

during the Soviet invasion of Po¬ 

land in 1920, Lenin attempted to 

overrun Poland and form a Mos- 

cow-Berlin axis, in order to start a 

world wide communist revolu¬ 

tion”. And: “General Mikhail 

Tukhachevsky gave the historic or¬ 

der to the Red Army on July 4, 

1920: ‘To the West, over the corpse 

of ‘White Poland’, on the road to 

the worldwide conflagration’.” 

What proves and what evidence 

exists that Stalin had not the same 

goal during the spring of the fate¬ 

ful year 1941? This author still re¬ 

members well the terrible news on 

Sunday morning of June 22, 1941 

that Hitler invaded the Soviet 

Union. Our neighbor told my fa¬ 

ther on that fateful Sunday that now 

the war and everything is lost. Why 

are the books of Victor Suvorov such 

as The Icebreaker printed in England 

and Europe, practically unknown in 

America? He proves convincingly 

that Stalin had planned to attack 

the West two weeks later, in July 

1941. Hitlers early victories were 

possible only because according to 

Suvorov the Red Army had noth¬ 

ing prepared for a defense but only 

for an attack. The strongest forces 

of the Red Army were positioned 

close to the Rumanian oils fields 

near Ploesti. With their loss the 

way to the Atlantic would have 
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been open for Stalin and his Red 

Army. Another reason for Hitlers 

early victories was, of course, that 

many Red Army Soldiers simply 

did not want to fight for Stalin and 

surrendered. This changed after 

Americas entree into the war in 

December 1941. 

Pogonowski writes (p. 14, CW^ 

January 2010): “Hitler ordered 

. . .to complete the carefully 

planned destruction of Warsaw.” 

He says not one word about the 

saturation bombing of about one 

hundred German cities by Poland’s 

good friends in the West during 

four years so that Poland could 

“win the war” and move its borders 

to the West, to the Oder/Neisse 

rivers. This is another historical 

fact mostly unknown in America. 

Now, if a city is destroyed by satu¬ 

ration bombing, the surviving in¬ 

habitants can rebuild it in a few 

years and it is still their city. But 

the victors of WWII invented 

something else in violation of all 

international laws which is for a 

defeated country much more dan¬ 

gerous in the long run than satura¬ 

tion bombing. On January 4, 

1943, anthropology professor at 

Harvard, Earnest Hooton, wrote 

an article in the paper PM with the 

title “Should we kill the Germans?” 

Oh no, he did not want to do that. 

But he proposed to make Ger¬ 

many, already one of the most 

densely populated countries, an 

immigration country for the 

people of the whole world. This 

was done by the victors ruling Ger¬ 

many for 65 years. Result: Berlin 

is now also the second largest Turk¬ 

ish city and in many other German 

cities the German children in el¬ 

ementary schools are already in the 

minority. Soon, the Germans liv¬ 

ing in Frankfurt and other cities 

are also in the minority. A city partly 

occupied by aliens is for ever lost to 

the Germans just like Konigsberg. 

German Catholic Bishops are more 

concerned about establishing Mos¬ 

lem religious education in German 

schools than in the promotion of the 

Catechism or the Compendium to 

their Catholics. About 2000 

Mosques have already been built in 

Germany, none in Poland. About 

15 million foreigners have already 

been settled in Germany. The Islam- 

ization of Germany is in full swing. 

Any German who would dare to 

criticize these policies will be vilified 

immediately. Of course. Planned 

Parenthood is under the Name 

“Pro Familia” also very active in 

Germany. I guess CW readers 

know what is the business of 

Planned Parenthood. 

In the April 2010 issue of Cul¬ 

ture Wars Mr. Pogonowski pub¬ 

lished in his never ending search 

for German crimes and misdeeds a 

long article entitled “Lenin’s 

Mummy.” Unfortunately he does 

not mention two very important 

events happening at about the 

same time: First, the Recreation 

and Reestablishment of the Polish 

State by Germany and Austria on 

November 5, 1916. Second, the 

fact that on December 12, 1916, 

the German Emperor “in complete 

harmony with our allies, decided 

to propose to the hostile powers to 

enter peace negotiations” {New 

York Times, December 13, 1916). 

Of course these peace proposals were 

rejected by England and France, be¬ 

cause President Wilson promised 

them secretly before his reelection in 

November 1916, that the USA will 

come to help them. On the other 

hand the booty and the loot that the 

Allies wanted was just too great. If 

the peace would have been reestab¬ 

lished in 1916, Lenin could have 

stayed in Switzerland and enjoyed 

the life of a pensioner in the beauti¬ 

ful landscape of that country. 

Pogonowski writes (p. 11): “The 

treaty of Brest Litovsk was a humili¬ 

ating capitulation. . . .The Bolshevik 

government of Russia surrendered to 

Germany and Austria 150,000 sq. 

km of Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, and 

Estonia.” What does Pogonowski 

actually want? Does he agree that 

these countries should be indepen¬ 

dent nations or should they be just 

Russian provinces? 

According to the policies of the 

Western Powers, Eastern Europe 

has been given up to the Elbe river 

to Stalin. When the Wehrmacht 

retreated from the east in 1944/ 

1945 hundreds of thousands of 

people who were “citizens” of the 

Soviet Union moved with the Ger¬ 

man armies to the West. What 

happened to these people, to pris¬ 

oners of war and OstarbeiteC't 

Most Americans have certainly 

never heard of Operation Keel¬ 

haul — The Story of Forced Repa¬ 

triation by Julius Epstein. (Devin- 

Adair, 1973). Nothing can describe 

the tragedy of Eastern Europe at 

that time better than the following 

story (p. 80): “A British soldier re¬ 

ported that a little girl came to him 

with a note, saying: “Kill us, but 

don’t surrender us to the Bolshe¬ 

vists”. With difficulty, the soldier 

deciphered the note, put it in his 

pocket and began to cry.” 

Otward Mueller 

LTEMueller@aol.com 
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SAME WRITER? 

As a recent subscriber to Culture 

Wars I await eagerly each new edi¬ 

tion. Sometimes, I go to the web 

site to see if there is anything of in¬ 

terest. The latest highlighted article 

from the Archives, The Kidnap¬ 

ping of Sister Mary Cecelia, caught 

my eye. While I only gave it a pass¬ 

ing attention at the time now it 

stirred my interest. Maybe Td learn 

something. At the same time I 

thought, “Why bring this up after 

all these years?” 

What did I learn? Well, a lot 

about the kidnapping — I know 

many of the main characters — 

and something about the author. 

Fie obviously wasn’t the same 

writer in ‘89 as the one who 

penned The Jewish Revolutionary 

Spirit. The one of whom reviewers 

said “his research and analysis is 

comprehensive and calm”. 

I found unsubstantiated allega¬ 

tions, unproven assertions, straw 

man arguments, non sequiturs, a 

gullible and unquestioning accep¬ 

tance of Mrs. Greve’s version of 

events and statements. I’ll get 

deeper into these if our correspon¬ 

dence continues. For now I’ll just 

say on reading this if anyone comes 

across as paranoid it is Mrs. Greve. 

As to your likening traditional¬ 

ists to Donatists I find your com¬ 

parison without merit and wonder 

how a Ph.D. could make it. One of 

the earliest things Catholics learn 

about the Sacraments is that virtu¬ 

ally anyone can administer Bap¬ 

tism. No one ever questions the 

virtue of the administrator. Neither 

do any traditional priests that I 

know of. When they hear stories 

that a priest (Novus Ordo) spilled 

the water in the font rather that 

“get the child’s garment wet”, or “I 

baptize the in the names of the Fa¬ 

ther, Son and Holy Spirit” or “the 

name of the Father, Son and the 

Apostles Peter and Paul.” Or some 

other such change and no one can 

remember exactly what then they 

“conditionally” Baptize. Another 

question of change in the “form” is 

the consecration of the wine. One 

that no one to my knowledge has 

successfully defended. 

Michael Davies, who you quote 

favorably, tells us in “Pope Paul’s 

New Mass”; “St. Thomas, The 

Council of Florence and the Cat¬ 

echism of the Council of Trent” all 

teach that the full consecration for¬ 

mula is the correct “form” (p. 626). 

Then he goes on to say that since 

they were (may have been?) wrong 

on another point then he will ac¬ 

cept the interpretation of a Msgr. 

Joseph Pohle. I guess anytime we 

find these three in agreement we 

can put it aside. What can we ex¬ 

pect from someone who writes a 

673-page opus on what’s wrong 

with the New Mass but concludes, 

“it’s OK if it’s done right. 

What if someone wrote a 1,100 

page book on Jewish Revolutionar¬ 

ies and then said; “but they’re 

Okay, and we’ll meet them all in 

Heaven.”? 

Your belittling of traditional 

Catholics with the contempt 

shown by “the hundred or so” etc. 

is not only off the mark in num¬ 

bers but irrelevant. How many 

people were on the Ark? When 

Our Lord asks if He will find Faith 

when he returns isn’t He implying 

there won’t be many. 

As to being in communion with 

the 900,000 in the Novus Ordo 

there is no such number. Fully 80- 

85 percent of them no longer at¬ 

tend Mass and any poll taken 

shows that 45 percent don’t believe 

this and 72 percent don’t believe 

that etc. etc. etc. Whereas in al¬ 

most any traditional group you’ll 

find they believe as the Act of Faith 

says “in all the truths taught by the 

Catholic Church”. 

Hoping to hear from you. If so I 

hope too you will address the ques¬ 

tion of the possibility of a heretical 

Pope. 

Name 

Withheld 
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Rabbinical Despotism 
I was weii acquainted with the rabbinicai despotism which by the power of superstition has estab¬ 
lished its throne for many centuries in Poiand, and which for its own security sought in every pos- 
sibie way to prevent the spread of iight and truth. I knew how ciosely the Jewish theocracy is con¬ 
nected with the nationai existence, so that the aboiition of the former must inevitabiy bring with it 
the annihilation of the iatter. 

Solomon Maimon, 
The Autobiography of Solomon Maimonj p. 135. 

The Coen brothers’ latest film, A 

Serious Man, is set in Minneapolis 

in 1967, but it begins with a pro¬ 

logue in Yiddish, set in some shtetl in 

the Pale of the Settlement, which is 

to say in the part of Poland which 

Russia confiscated during the last de¬ 

cade of the 18^^ century. The exact 

date of the prologue is irrelevant be¬ 

cause from the time that the Baal 

Shem Tov created Hasidism in the 

wake of the Shabbetai Zevi catastro¬ 

phe and the Chmielnicki pogroms 

until the first writings of Moses 

Mendelssohn began to trickle into 

what Maimon referred to as “dark¬ 

est Lithuania,” time stood still in 

the pale. Tevye lived his life in a 

world which Scholem Aleichem 

romanticized and which Solomon 

Maimon damned as the epitome of 

superstition, but it was a world 

which never changed, hence the 

lack of time cues in a movie other¬ 

wise obsessed with them. 

A Serious Man is the Coen broth¬ 

ers’ most autobiographical film to 

date from Hollywood’s most suc¬ 

cessful siblings. Beginning with 

their collaboration with Sam 

Raimi’s horror flick The Undead in 

the ‘80s, the Coen brothers have 

gone on to produce an oeuvre that 

is both commercially successful 

and generically diverse. Joel (born 

November 29, 1954) and Ethan 

(born September 21, 1957) Coen 

grew up in St. Louis Park, Minne¬ 

sota, a suburb of Minneapolis/St. a 

Paul. Both parents were professors. 

Edward Coen taught economics at 

the University of Minnesota and ^ 

Rena Coen was an art historian at 

St. Cloud State University. Joel and 

Ethan, destined to be prodigies by 

both nature and nurture, amused 

themselves as children by making 

home movies on their Super 8 

movie camera. 

The Coens referred to A Serious 

Man as “a film . . . reminiscent of 

our childhoods.” The synagogue 

where A Serious Man was filmed 

“was close to where we grew up 

. . . .Marshak was a rabbi that we 

12 / CULTURE WARS 



<« 

knew as kids. He was a sage. He 

said nothing but he had a lot of 

charisma.” The kernel of the story 

was “the kids stoned bar mitzvah,” 

which was based on “characters that 

we knew.” Given what they wanted 

to do, one of the first hurdles the 

Coens had to clear was “getting the 

Jewish community to cooperate.” 

Once word of the stoned bar 

mitzvah got out, the people at the 

synagogue were worried. 

“You not going to make fun of 

the Jews, are you?” one of the 

Coen brothers mimics, and then 

both brothers burst out laughing, 

as if the question were the punch 

line for a private joke. The big 

question about A Serious Man is: 

“Is it good for the Jews?” The 

question elicits more laughter 

from the Coens. Then, as if some 

explanation is necessary, one of the 

Coens adds, “Its not that we’re 

laughing at anybody.” And that 

statement elicits still more laugh¬ 

ter. Then, finally calming down, 

one of them adds with a straight 

face, “The congregants were very 

excited to be a part of the film.” 

To say that critics have been per¬ 

plexed by the film is an understate¬ 

ment. One reviewer described it 

as “gentle but dark.” The Jewish 

reviewer for the New York Post 

seemed more conflicted than 

most. This is not surprising since 

A Serious Man is certainly the most 

anti-Jewish film Hollywood has 

ever produced. It makes Jued Suess 

look like Fiddler on the Roof by 

comparison. The Jewish thought 

police raked Steven Spielberg over 

the coals for directing Munich, but 

Munich comes across as an Israeli 

propaganda film in comparison to 

the Coens’ Serious Man. 

The film makes a number of 

statements, all of them anti-Jewish: 

1) the Jewish religion is a false 

religion which can offer not only 

no consolation for suffering, but 

no explanation for the most impor¬ 

tant events in a man’s life, in par¬ 

ticular, the presence of evil. 

2) all rabbis are clueless, fatuous 

fools 

3) all Jews are repulsive. The 

film goes out of its way to make 

Jews—from Larry’s brother Arthur, 

who spends the entire film drain¬ 

ing his sebaceous cyst, to Larry’s 

family, which engages in high-deci¬ 

bel soup slurping with a Menorah 

in the background—seem as 

physically unattractive as possible. 

4) a catastrophe is looming on 

the horizon. 

A Serious Man is, beyond all that, 

a tale of rabbicide. If you read the 

trailing credits long enough, you 

will learn that “no Jew was killed in 

the making of this film.” That’s be¬ 

cause, in this story, the rabbis dis¬ 

credit themselves so much that the 

killing remains a mere formality. 

But the question raised during the 

Yiddish prologue remains: If we kill 

the rabbi, will we be cursed? Or as 

Maimon puts it: Will the abolition 

of the despotic Jewish theocracy 

mean the annihilation of the Jewish 

nation? Or will it mean its libera¬ 

tion? Or have the Jews been cursed 

since they killed another rabbi and 

cried out in unison, “His blood be 

on us and on our children!”? 

These are questions more suit¬ 

able for the Coen brothers than 

Larry Gopnik, the protagonist of A 

Serious Man. In a supplement to 

the DVD, the Coen brothers ex¬ 

plained that they were looking for a 

suitable Yiddish tale to begin their 

movie. Unable to find one, they de¬ 

cided to make one up. The Yiddish 

prologue to A Serious Man is, as a 

result, both personal and arche¬ 

typal. A Jew enters the hovel where 

he lives with his wife and tells her 

that a wheel fell off his cart on way 

home. Fortunately, even though 

the hour was late and the road de¬ 

serted, a famous rabbi happened by 

and helped him. Full of gratitude, 

the Jew invited the rabbi to his 

house for a bowl of soup. 

Expecting a sympathetic response 

from his wife, the Jew is shocked 

when she tells him that the rabbi in 

question died three years earlier 

and that he has been talking to a 

dybbuk—in Jewish folklore, the 

wandering soul of a dead person 

who has taken up residence in the 

body of a living person. In the 

middle of their heated discussion, 

both husband and wife freeze when 

they hear a knock at the door. The 

rabbi in question enters and sits 

down by the fire, only to have the 

wife confront him. When words 

fail to get the rabbi to confess his 

true identity, the wife stabs him 

with an ice pick. The rabbi laughs 

after being stabbed as if to prove 

the wife right. He is a dybbuk. But 

then, blood begins to discolor his 

shirt where the ice pick has been 

A Serious Man is certainly the most anti- 

Jewish film Hollywood has ever produced. 
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rammed into his chest, and he 

asks, “Is this the way you repay 

kindness?” 

Is the rabbi a kindly old man 

who deserves not only hospitality 

but respect and gratitude? Or is it a 

dybbuk, which is to say, an evil 

spirit, sent to oppress them? The 

Coen brothers made up the story, 

but Solomon Maimon, refugee 

from the shtetl and the devotee of 

the Enlightenment, articulated the 

terms of engagement two centuries 

earlier when he wondered if rab¬ 

binic despotism was the only thing 

which kept the Jewish race to¬ 

gether. If so, the Coen brothers 

have a dilemma on their hands. If 

the rabbi is a tyrant, he deserves to 

be killed, but if the Jews wife kills 

the rabbi, then his entire family 

will be cursed. This is clearly the 

Jewish version of a no-win situa¬ 

tion. The wife never wavers in her 

belief that she has dispatched a 

dybbuk, but the husband is 

wracked with doubt. “We’re 

cursed,” he says when the rabbi 

gets up to leave and walks off into 

the blizzard raging outside their 

hovel. 

Cut to a suburb of Minneapolis 

during the summer of 1967. The 

narrative now bounces back and 

forth between Larry Gopnik, a 

physics professor at what looks like 

the local branch of the state univer¬ 

sity, and Danny, his 12-year-old 

son. Larry is at his doctor’s office 

undergoing what looks like a rou¬ 

tine physical exam, and Danny is 

studying Hebrew and about to be 

bar mitzvahed in two weeks. Be¬ 

fore long, it’s pretty clear that 

Danny, along with everyone else in 

his class, hates Hebrew school. In 

order to overcome the boredom as¬ 

sociated with talmudic study, 

Danny listens to Jefferson Airplane 

and smokes dope. This aversion to 

the Talmud is nothing new. 

Solomon Maimon hated Hebrew 

school too, characterizing “the sub¬ 

jects of the Talmud” as “dry and 

The Coen brothers 

mostly unintelligible to a child.” 

The shul wasn’t much better than 

its curriculum. Jewish children 

from the pale were “imprisoned 

from morning till night” in “a 

small smoky hut,” where “the chil¬ 

dren are scattered, some on 

benches, some on the bare earth” 

(p. 31). Then as now, when “chil¬ 

dren are doomed in the bloom of 

youth to such an infernal school, it 

may be easily imagined with what 

joy and rapture they look forward 

to their release” (p. 33). 

According to Heinrich Graetz, 

the father of Jewish historiography, 

the net result of immersion in Tal¬ 

mudic studies was the moral cor¬ 

ruption of the Jews who studied it: 

A love of twisting, distorting, 

ingenious quibbling, and a 

foregone antipathy to what 

did not lie within their field of 

vision, constituted the charac¬ 

ter of the Polish Jews. Pride in 

their knowledge of the Tal¬ 

mud and a spirit of dogma¬ 

tism attached even to the best 

rabbis, and undermined their 

moral sense. The Polish Jews 

of course were extraordinarily 

pious but even their piety 

rested on sophistry and boast¬ 

fulness. . . . The vulgar ac¬ 

quired the quibbling method 

of the schools and employed it 

to outwit the less cunning. 

They found pleasure and a 

sort of triumphant delight in 

deception and cheating (p. 5- 

6). 

Between the beginning of the 

film and the bar mitzvah, Danny 

whiles away his time in Hebrew 

class listening to Jefferson Airplane 

through the earplug of his transis¬ 

tor radio and trying to pass a $20 

bill to classmate Lagel for the mari¬ 

juana he has bought from him. 
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Sensing something amiss, the rabbi 

pulls out Dannys earplug, the 

room is filled with “Somebody to 

Love,” and the class explodes into 

the music-driven anarchy of the 

‘60s. The students at the local He¬ 

brew school have made a discovery: 

when the truth is found to be 

lies. . . all the joy within you dies.” 

When the intellectual props have 

been kicked out from underneath 

the rabbinic enterprise, all thats 

left is recourse to sensual plea¬ 

sure—sex, drugs, and rock n roll. 

Dannys father, Larry Gopnik, 

discovers the same thing in a much 

more painful fashion. Larry 

Gopnik is a Jewish physics profes¬ 

sor, but he is also a modern-day 

Job in a world which has replaced 

suffering with banality. Gopnik 

teaches at an unnamed university 

in the Midwest and—awaiting the 

results of a medical examination, as 

well as the decision over whether 

he gets tenure, and his sons bar 

mitzvah—his world suddenly falls 

apart. When Gopnik arrives home 

in his Dodge Coronet to a meticu¬ 

lously barren recreation of a ‘60s 

suburb, things start to go seriously 

wrong. His wife announces that 

she has been having an affair with 

Gopniks colleague, the much older 

Sy Abelman, and that she now 

wants a divorce. As if this weren’t 

bad enough, she adds religious in¬ 

sult to marital injury by demand¬ 

ing a get, which is to say the Tal¬ 

mudic ratification of divorce so 

that she can remain an upstanding 

member of the local Jewish com¬ 

munity. In order to spare their two 

obnoxious children any psychic 

conflict, the wife demands that 

both Gopnik and his brother, who 

spends most of the movie in the 

Gopniks’ one bathroom draining a 

sebaceous cyst, will have to move 

out of the Gopnik house into the 

Jolly Roger motel. Gopnik, the 

quintessential schlemiel, is dumb¬ 

founded, and, when he tries to get 

his bearings, his wife tells him to 

see their rabbi. “I have begged you 

to see the rabbi,” says Larry’s wife, 

and this becomes the theological 

refrain which runs throughout the 

entire movie. 

Like Job, Larry Gopnik goes 

from one counselor to another, and 

they all tell him the same thing. 

Watching his awkward and physi¬ 

cally repulsive older brother floun¬ 

der around in one of Minnesota’s 

many lakes, Larry listens to a Jew¬ 

ish woman wearing leg braces ex¬ 

plain that “it’s not always easy to 

decipher what Ha Shem [i.e., God] 

is telling us.” No one, it would 

seem, should be better prepared to 

deal with adversity than the Jews. 

“We’re Jews,” the crippled lady tells 

Larry, “we have thousands of years 

of tradition to draw on—all the 

stories of people who have had the 

same problems.” Virtually every 

encounter in the film ends with the 

same bit of advice: “Talk to the 

rabbi,” she tells Larry. 

That admonition sets up the plot 

framework for what is a deeply 

theological film, whose plot re¬ 

volves around Gopnik’s visit to 

three different rabbis. Larry 

Gopnik is Job, but he is living at a 

time when the Jewish religion un¬ 

der whose dispensation the Book 

of Job was written, is dead and ob¬ 

solete. The rabbis who represent 

this religion, as a result, are inca¬ 

pable of explaining anything. Hop¬ 

ing to meet with the senior rabbi, 

Gopnik encounters instead his jun¬ 

ior colleague. Rabbi Scott, who up¬ 

braids Larry for lacking “capacity 

for wonder” and the “right per¬ 

spective.” Jumping up from be¬ 

hind his desk. Rabbi Scott goes to 

the window of his study and, pull¬ 

ing back the curtain, gives Larry 

the key to understanding all of his 

problems: “Look at the parking lot, 

Larry!” Larry’s problem, according 

to Rabbi Scott, stems from the fact 

that “You’re looking at your wife 

with old eyes.” When Larry in¬ 

forms that rabbi that his problem 

is that his wife is sleeping with Sy 

Abelman, the rabbi is at a loss for 

words. “Oh, sorry,” he blurts out. 

Instead of supporting Larry as a 

victim of adultery, the rabbi tacitly 

condones it by showing himself 

willing to help the wife get her get. 

After collaborating in the destruc¬ 

tion of Larry’s marriage, the rabbi 

gets back to the vision thing by 

telling him, “This is life. This is an 

expression of God’s will. Things 

aren’t so bad. Look at the parking 

lot, Larry.” 

The encounter with the second 

rabbi is, if anything, more intellec- 

The Coens referred to A Serious Man as “a 
film... reminiscent of our childhoods.” 
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tually frustrating and more spiritu¬ 

ally bankrupt than the first en¬ 

counter. Rabbi Nachner, the man 

with the “life experience” Rabbi 

Scott lacked, listens patiently, 

dunking a tea bag, as Larry ex¬ 

plains his feeling that “the carpet 

has been yanked out from under 

me.” Since his meeting with the 

junior rabbi, Sy Abelman has died 

in a car accident and Larry has had 

a less serious accident of his own, 

but now everyone is expecting 

Larry to pay for the funeral of the 

man that cuckolded him. Some¬ 

how this doesn’t seem fair. 

“Somebody has to pay for Sy’s 

funeral, but why is it me? I’m so 

strapped for money now. I don’t 

know. What does it all mean? Pay¬ 

ing for Sy’s funeral? He died the 

same instant I had the crash. Does 

that mean that I am Sy Abelman. 

Does it mean 

that we are all 

one? How 

does God 

speak to us?” 

Rabbi 
Nachner re¬ 

sponds by tell¬ 

ing Larry the 

story of the 

goy’s teeth. A 

dentist in the 

rabbi’s congre¬ 

gation by the 

name of 

S u s s m a n , 

while making 

an appliance 

for one of his 

goy patients, 

noticed He¬ 

brew writing 

on the inside 

of the goy’s 

lower incisors, 

writing which 

when deciphered, said “Help me! 

Save me!” 

“This in a goy’s mouth, Larry!” 

Needless to say, Sussman was 

stunned: “Sussman can’t eat. 

Sussman can’t sleep. He examines 

the mouths of his patients, Jew and 

goy alike” and wants to know what 

this could mean. Sussman, who is 

an educated man (“Not like Rabbi 

Marshak but an educated man. He 

knows about the Zohar”) asks the 

rabbi if the answer lies in Kaballah. 

Sussman knows that every Hebrew 

letter has a numerical equivalent. 

Transposing the Hebrew letters to 

numbers, he comes up with the 

telephone number of the Red Owl 

Supermarket in Bloomington, 

Minnesota. He calls the number 

and asks the manager if he knows a 

goy with Hebrew writing on his 

teeth. Getting no satisfactory an¬ 

swer he goes to the Red Owl Su¬ 

permarket, but finds nothing. Re¬ 

turning to Rabbi Nachner, 

Sussman asks, “What does it 

mean? Is the answer in Kaballah or 

Torah? What can such a sign 

mean: 

Intrigued by the story, Larry 

asks, “What did you tell him?” 

“Teeth?” answers Rabbi 

Nachner. “Don’t know. God? Don’t 

know. Helping others? Can’t 

hurt.” 

To which Larry responds: “It 

sounds like you don’t know any¬ 

thing.” 

The story ends with a picture of 

Sussman playing golf and Nachner 

adding, “He stopped asking. He 

returned to life.” The moral of the 

story, according to Rabbi Nachner, 

is that “questions are like a tooth 

ache,” but Larry isn’t satisfied with 

this response. “I want an answer,” 

he objects, but according to the 

rabbi, “Ha Shem doesn’t owe you 

an answer.” And even if Ha Shem 

had the answer, the rabbi contin¬ 

ues, “He hasn’t told me.” Subdued 

by the thought that nothing has 

any meaning, Larry asks one more 

question: 

“What happened to the goy?” 

“The goy?” Nachner answers. 

“Who cares?” 

Solomon Maimon’s autobiogra¬ 

phy caused a sensation when it ap¬ 

peared in Berlin at the end of the 

18^^ century. Like the Coen broth¬ 

ers, Maimon felt that Judaism was 

a false religion and that the rabbis 

were the enemy of the Jewish 

people. The Kaballah, as Nachner’s 

exposition of the goy’s teeth made 

clear, could be used to justify any¬ 

thing, including the claim that 

nothing had any justification: 

“The remotest analogies between 

signs and things were seized, till at 
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last the Kaballah degenerated into 

an art of madness according to 

method, or a systematic science 

resting on fancy.” 

Brother Nathanael Kapner, who 

was born in 1950 and is four years 

older that Joel Coen, felt the same 

way about the Jewish religion he 

was raised in. Like Danny Gopnik 

in A Serious Man, Kapner went to 

Hebrew school. Unlike Danny he 

didn’t get stoned or listen to 

Jefferson Airplane. Kapner was a 

pious Jewish boy, something which 

makes the epiphany he had in a 

Pittsburgh synagogue, all the more 

startling: 

I recall my parents taking me 

to my cousin’s Bar Mitzvah at 

a farther part of the City of 

Pittsburgh, where 1 grew up. 

We entered into an old, musty 

smelling synagogue which had 

the Jewish Star of David ev¬ 

erywhere. After only 10 min¬ 

utes of being inside, 1 got very 

nauseated and wanted to 

vomit. The synagogue seemed 

to have a deathly pall about it. 

And I couldn’t bear looking at 

the Jewish Star everywhere. I 

learned later that the Star of 

David is an occult symbol that 

was popularized by the 

Kabbalists of the 13th Cen¬ 

tury in Europe. It was then at 

the age of 8, through my ex¬ 

perience in that old, musty 

smelling synagogue, that I 

knew that Judaism was a reli¬ 

gion of death. 

Kapner was exposed to Christian¬ 

ity as a child, but the rabbis kept him 

from acting on what he saw: 

The neighborhood where I 

grew up was made up of Jews, 

Catholics, and Protestants. 

Every year at Christmas time 

in the 1950s, all of our Gen¬ 

tile neighbors put up the Na¬ 

tivity Scene on their lawns. 1 

simply loved looking at the 

Nativity Scene! And I wanted 

to know more about Jesus 

Christ. But we were forbidden 

to even mention Jesus Christ’s 

name unless we used it as a 

curse word. 

A boyhood friend of mine 

named Ricky Rago was a Ro¬ 

man Catholic. One afternoon 

after playing baseball, Ricky 

Rago invited me over to his 

house and we went into his 

bedroom to play Monopoly. 

All over his walls were pictures 

of the 14 Stations Of The 

Cross. I was 10 years old at 

the time and these pictures of 

Christ’s sufferings made a 

deep impression on me. 1 

promised myself that one day 

I would learn the meaning of 

these sufferings of Jesus 

Christ. 

Christianity was made up by a 

manic-depressant by the name 

of Saul of Tarsus who wanted 

to blame the crucifixion of a 

criminal named Jesus Christ 

on the Jewish people. And 

Saul of Tarsus you should 

know was a “self-hating” Jew. 

He hated being a Jew so much 

that he even changed his 

name to “Paul!” 

Now it happened dear chil¬ 

dren that 500 years after Jesus 

Christ was crucified, the Ro¬ 

man Catholic Church took 

the crazed writings of Saul of 

Tarsus and made a religion 

out of it. They called this reli¬ 

gion, “Christianity.” Thus we 

are not going to bother study¬ 

ing this false and hate-mon- 

gering religion.” 

Kapner’s father, unsurprisingly, 

only reiterated what Kapner had 

learned in the synagogue: 

When I got home I asked my fa- 

knew that Judaism was a 
religion of death.” 

Hebrew school, in Kapner’s expe¬ 

rience, wasn’t so much an introduc¬ 

tion to the Torah, as it was an inocu¬ 

lation against Christianity. As part of 

his Hebrew school curriculum, 

Kapner was required to take a course 

in Comparative Religion, in which 

he and his classmates studied Bud¬ 

dhism, Hinduism, and Islam. After 

that build up, Kapner was shocked 

to hear his teacher announce that 

they were not going to study Chris¬ 

tianity. “You see children,” Mrs. 

Schechter, his teacher said. 

ther what he thought about Saul of 

Tarsus. My father answered, “Saul 

of Tarsus tried to convince Jews to 

become Christians. But we are 

born Jews and we should die as 

Jews.” 

Solomon Maimon noticed some¬ 

thing similar in the attitude of the 

rabbis of his day: “As I observed in 

most of the rabbis a good deal of 

pride, quarrelsomeness and other 

evil qualities, they became objects 

of dislike to me on that account” 

(p. 81). Confronted with what 
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Larry Gopnik teaching physics in A Serious Man. 

seemed like an insuperable conflict 

between faith and reason, 

Maimon vowed to leave Poland, 

along with his wife and family, and 

move to Berlin, where he could 

“destroy by enlightenment the 

remnant of superstition which still 

clung to me.” This decision set 

Maimon permanently at odds with 

the Jewish people, rendering him 

by and large unemployable as a tu¬ 

tor “because the parents of these 

young people were anxious lest 

their children should be led astray 

and by independent thinking on 

religion, be made to waver in their 

faith. . . . They could not rely up 

on their children having sufficient 

judgment to be able to enter upon 

this course without passing from 

one extreme to the other, from su¬ 

perstition to unbelief, and perhaps 

they were right.” 

Maimon’s behavior didn’t help 

matters any. Like the Coen broth¬ 

ers, he went out of his way to out¬ 

rage Jewish sensibilities. While in 

Posen, Maimon deliberately 

touched what the Jews felt was a 

sacred stag horn at entrance to the 

synagogue: “Horror-struck they ex¬ 

pected my death on the spot, but 

as nothing happened their anxiety 

for me was converted into hatred. 

They looked on me as one who 

had profaned the sanctuary.” 

Spurred on by his hatred of “the 

spirit of fanaticism” he found 

among the rabbis, Maimon “began 

to push matters a little further, fre¬ 

quently slept through the time of 

prayer, went seldom to the syna¬ 

gogue and so on” until he brought 

on the persecution that he had 

warned against. The Jews, for their 

part, deprived of a rational reli¬ 

gion, had no way to incorporate 

Maimon’s critique into their prac¬ 

tice, and so Maimon, like his pre¬ 

decessor Spinoza, was expelled 

from the synagogue. 

Solomon Maimon was an advo¬ 

cate of the Enlightenment. He sug¬ 

gested that the study of mathemat¬ 

ics and science would break the 

hold of the superstitious rabbis and 

bring Enlightenment to the Jewish 

people, but things turned out dif¬ 

ferently than expected. Larry 

Gopnik is a product of the En¬ 

lightenment. He is well-versed in 

both mathematics and physics, but 

physics isn’t what it was when the 

Maskilim in Berlin were in awe of 

Sir Isaac Newton and his marvel¬ 

ous system. Physics, as Gopnik 

teaches it, is Heisenberg’s uncer¬ 

tainty principle. In one of the film’s 

many dream sequences, Larry is 

dwarfed by a huge blackboard cov¬ 

ered with incomprehensible equa¬ 

tions. Explaining Heisenberg’s un¬ 

certainty principle to his students, 

Gopnik sums up everything by 

saying “it proves that we can’t really 

know what’s going on, but you’ll 

be responsible for it on the mid¬ 

term.” 

Unlike Larry Gopnik, the suc¬ 

cessful brother who makes a living 

teaching a theory in physics which 

doesn’t explain anything, Arthur, 

his older brother, is a loser in 

everyone’s estimation. He sleeps on 

the couch in the Gopnik’s living 

room. He spends most of his day 

draining the cyst on his neck, but 

unlike his brother, Arthur has come 

up with a system that actually works. 

The cabbalistic “Mentaculus,” is “a 

probability map of the universe,” 

which allows him to win money at 

cards: (“Some goys put together a 

private game. I think they’re Ital¬ 

ian.”) even if it can’t keep him from 

soliciting at the town’s notorious 

gay bar and getting him arrested 

for sodomy. “What’s sodomy, 

dad?” Larry’s son asks, when the 

police show up at the Gopnik’s 

front door with Arthur in hand¬ 

cuffs. 

When Larry consults a lawyer 

about his brother’s arrest, the law¬ 

yer asks him the same question: 

“Have you talked to the rabbi?” 

Larry: “I talked to Nachner.” 

Lawyer: “Did he tell you the 

story about the goy’s teeth? Go talk 

to Marshak. He’s a wise man.” 

Before long, Larry is dreaming 

about people telling him to talk to 

the rabbi. In one dream sequence, 

the late Sy Abelman, still wearing 

the golfing outfit he died in, en¬ 

gages Larry in a debate over math¬ 

ematics which ends with Sy bang¬ 

ing Larry’s head against the black 

board while screaming over and 
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over “I f#@%ed your wife. See 

[Rabbi] Marshak.” 

Taking the advice of both the liv¬ 

ing and the dead, Larry finally goes 

to see Rabbi Marshak. “I need 

help,” Larry tells Marshaks secre¬ 

tary. “I have a lot of tsuris 

[troubles] in my life. This is not a 

frivolous request. Tell him I need 

help.” The secretary opens the 

door, and walks into the Rabbi’s 

study. Rabbi Marshak is sitting be¬ 

hind his desk as she explains Larry’s 

request. She returns and tells Larry, 

“the rabbi is busy.” 

“He doesn’t look busy,” Larry re¬ 

sponds shrilly. 

Secretary: “He’s thinking.” 

The rabbis are not only totally 

useless when it comes to explaining 

the presence of evil in the world or 

giving advice, their rituals don’t 

help either. Danny’s bar mitzvah is 

the highpoint of the film; with Sy 

Abelman dead, it looks as if Larry 

and his wife are going to get back 

together. As they sit in the syna¬ 

gogue waiting for Danny to go up 

and sing the Torah, Larry’s wife 

tells him that “Sy admired you so 

much. He wrote letters to the ten¬ 

ure committee.” The look on 

Larry’s face indicates 1) just how he 

feels about his wife bringing up the 

now-dead Sy at a moment like this; 

as well as 2) the realization that he 

now knows who was writing all of 

those anonymous letters about 

Larry’s moral turpitude to the ten¬ 

ure committee. Our sense that 

Larry is finally out of the woods is 

undermined further by the fact 

that Danny has to get stoned to go 

through with the ceremony. After a 

few tense moments, when it looks 

as if Danny might pass out in front 

of everyone, he finally finds his 

voice, sings the Torah, and, after it 

is all over. Rabbi Nachner greets 

Larry’s totally stoned son as “a 

member of our tribe. 

As a reward for his performance at 

the bar mitzvah, Danny, still stoned, 

gets to meet Rabbi Marshak, the 

man who refused to discuss his 

father’s troubles because Marshak 

was busy “thinking.” After a long 

walk through Marshak’s cluttered 

study, Danny sits at the rabbi’s feet, 

and after almost an entire film of 

anticipation, the senior rabbi fi¬ 

nally opens his mouth and says: 

“When the truth is found to be 

lies/And all the joy within you dies. 

Denn wot?” Without waiting for 

an answer, the wise old rabbi con¬ 

tinues by naming the members of 

the Jefferson Airplane. “It was 

wonderful,” he says of the song he 

has been listening to for the past 

two weeks and hands Danny back 

the transistor radio with the $20 

bill in the case which his teacher 

confiscated from Hebrew class. 

Cut to Danny listening to 

Jefferson Airplane in Hebrew class 

once more. This time, however, the 

Rabbi is interrupted by the school 

secretary, who tells him that a tor¬ 

nado is approaching. The Rabbi 

then tells the children that they all 

need to take shelter in the syna¬ 

gogue basement. 

After getting arrested for sod¬ 

omy, Arthur has reached the end of 

his rope. He runs out of their mo¬ 

tel room screaming. Larry finds 

him sitting beside the motel’s 

empty swimming pool sobbing: 

“Ha Shem hasn’t given me s#*%.” 

In the most moving scene in the 

whole movie, Larry embraces his 

brother Arthur, and tries to offer 

him the consolation that has been 

denied him by the three rabbis. 

“It’ll be okay,” Larry tells his 

brother. “We get Ron Meshbesher to 

take your case.” Ron Meshbesher is 

the third lawyer Larry has had to 

consult. (Solomon Schlutz, the se¬ 

nior partner in the firm handling 

Larry’s divorce, keeled over with a 

heart attack before he could give 

Larry any advice in the real estate 

battle Larry was having with his 

goy neighbor, the one who takes 

his son hunting when the boy 

should be in school.) Since Ron 

Meschbescher is a criminal lawyer, 

he requires a retainer fee of $3,000 

up front. Three thousand dollars is 

precisely the amount of money that 

a Korean student passed to Larry in 

an attempt to bribe him to change 

his failing grade. Larry looks at the 

retainer agreement from Ron 

Meshbesher. He then looks at his 

grade sheet. He then looks at the en¬ 

velope from the Korean student con¬ 

taining the $3,000 bribe. With the 

rain from the thunderstorm which 

has spawned the tornado now ap¬ 

proaching his son’s school pelting his 

window, Larry takes out a pencil and 

erases the F next to Mr. Park, the 

Korean student’s name, and puts a 

C- in its place. 

No sooner is the deed done than 

the phone on Larry’s desk rings. It’s 

Lariy Gopnik is a product of the 
Enlightenment. 
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the physician who gave him a 

clean bill of health at the beginning 

of the film. Something has showed 

up on the X-ray. Could Larry 

come in to discuss the results. 

“Can’t we discuss them over the 

phone?” Larry wants to know. 

“No, in person would be better.” 

“When,” Larry asks. 

“Now,” says the doctor. “Now 

would be good. I’ve cleared a place 

in my schedule.” 

Meanwhile, the Hebrew students 

have now gathered in the 

schoolyard, where they are being 

battered by the storm. Outside in 

schoolyard, one of his classmates 

tells Danny that “The wind is go¬ 

ing to rip that f*%#ing flag off the 

flag pole.” The storm in this in¬ 

stance seems to symbolize the 

sexual revolution of the ‘60s, the 

revolution which New Left Red 

Diaper babies like David Horowitz 

created to punish the United States 

for treating their Stalinist parents 

so badly. Horowitz’s participation 

in the sexual revolution—in par¬ 

ticular, his affair with Abby 

Rockefeller—destroyed 

his marriage and almost 

destroyed his life when 

he took to driving the 

sports car he bought as 

compensation for the 

break up of his marriage 

at unsafe speeds. He 

then converted from 

, New Leftism to 

:v Neoconservatism but 

i\ never stopped being a 

Jewish revolutionary, 

and his revolutionary ac¬ 

tivity never stopped be¬ 

ing harmful to American 

culture. 

When it comes to the 

Jews, America is 

doomed one way or an¬ 

other. Suburbia, to get back to the 

film under discussion, is a creation 

of Jews like the Levitts, who gave 

us Levittown, the suburb that set 

the pattern of banality for the rest 

of the country for the post-World 

War II era. The Levitts came up 

with the mass produced slab house 

that the Coen brothers found so 

insufferable growing up. As in the 

pale of the settlement where the 

Jewish descendents of Solomon 

Maimon blamed the Czar for the 

tyranny of the rabbis, so in 

America, where the next genera¬ 

tion of Gopniks finds the world 

their fathers created intolerable, 

and instead of killing their own 

rabbis, they kill the culture which 

harbored them instead. Like David 

Horowitz, they always run the dan¬ 

ger of perishing in the conflagra¬ 

tion they themselves started. That 

seems to be the meaning of the tor¬ 

nado at the end of the film. 

Outside the synagogue, the rabbi 

is struggling unsuccessfully to find 

the key to open the door to the 

synagogue basement so that he can 

lead his charges to safety. Danny 

Gopnik calls to Fagel the drug 

dealer as if to pay him back the 

$20 he owes him, but his gaze is 

drawn instead to the tornado bear¬ 

ing down on all of them, about to 

destroy them. The Jews, the Coen 

brothers seem to be telling us, are 

facing some sort of catastrophe: ei¬ 

ther 1) the sexual revolution of 

the ‘60s which wiped out a signifi¬ 

cant portion of the baby boomer 

Jews, bringing about the demo¬ 

graphic crisis to which Alan 

Dershowitz among others has al¬ 

luded or 2) the tornado symbolizes 

some catastrophe looming for the 

Jews in 2010. After the neocon 

Jews pushed America into a disas¬ 

trous war with Iraq which has led 

to a mountain of unrepayable debt, 

Jews like Mr. Blankfein of 

Goldman Sachs and Mr. 

Rubenstein of the Carlyle group 

(not to mention Alan Greenspan, 

Ben Shalom Bernanke, Larry Sum¬ 

mers and Robert Rubin) presided 

over the looting of the American 

economy, piling more unrepayable 

debt onto the backs of the Ameri¬ 

can people. Then, as if that weren’t 

enough, the first group of Jews is 

now demanding that President 

Obama attack Iran. 

At around the same time that the 

DVD of A Serious Man was re¬ 

leased, neocon warmonger Daniel 

Pipes was writing an article on Na¬ 

tional Review Online entitled, 

“How to Save the Obama Presi¬ 

dency: Bomb Iran.” And what was 

the Catholic reaction to this ef¬ 

frontery? William Donohue, head 

of the Catholic League for Reli¬ 

gious and Civil Rights, wrote an 

editorial calling for economic sanc¬ 

tions against Iran. 

Then, just to show that great 

minds run in the same circles, on 

♦ 
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the same day, Deal Hudson, 

former editor of the now defunct 

Crisis magazine, wrote an editorial 

calling for the same thing. Now 

how is it that these great Catholic 

minds came to the same conclu¬ 

sion on an issue of no concern to 

Catholics on the same day.^ If 

you’re really stumped, I recom¬ 

mend a short review of the political 

career of former Pennsylvania 

Senator Rick Santorum. 

Santorum, used Jewish money to 

buy Catholic votes, and never did 

anything in return for the Catho¬ 

lics who elected him to office. 

Santorum ended his career in the 

Senate by campaigning for war 

with Iran. According to the late 

Tom Herron, Santorum’s Iran- 

speech was both his political swan 

song and a job application. Then, 

lo and behold, where does former 

Senator Rick Santorum pop up af¬ 

fronted by the fact that the rabbis 

do not have the keys of the king¬ 

dom and are blocking the door to 

salvation by refusing to go in 

themselves and preventing others 

from going in as well, the Jew con¬ 

siders becoming a Christian. After 

being spurned by both the rabbis 

and Enlightened Jews like Moses 

Mendelssohn, Solomon Maimon 

had reached the end his rope and 

concluded that “there was no alter¬ 

native left but to embrace the 

Christian religion and get myself 

baptized in Hamburg” (p. 126). 

Unlike Nicholas Donin and Jo¬ 

seph Pfefferkorn and Eugenio 

Zolli, the chief Rabbi of Rome 

who converted because of the he¬ 

roic witness of Pope Piux XII dur¬ 

ing World War II, and Nathanael 

Kapner, Solomon Maimon never 

made it into the Church which is 

the ark of salvation. “I am a native 

“\ must therefore remain what I 
am—a stiff-necked Jew.” 

ter losing the election? At the 

American Enterprise Institute, 

where Jewish financiers like private 

equity king David Rubenstein can 

pay his salary directly. 

The scene of the rabbi struggling 

to find right key to open the door 

to the synagogue basement is the 

second time that obliquely Chris¬ 

tian themes made their appearance 

in A Serious Man. (The first came 

when Larry’s daughter, hearing her 

uncle say for the nth time, “Just a 

minute,” from the other side of the 

bathroom door, exclaimed “Jesus 

Christ.”) Sooner or later, con- 

of Poland,” he told a Lutheran 

minister in Hamburg, 

belonging to the Jewish na¬ 

tion, destined by my educa¬ 

tion and studies to be a rabbi; 

but in the thickest darkness, I 

have perceived some light. 

This has induced me to search 

further after light and truth 

and to free myself completely 

from the darkness of supersti¬ 

tion and ignorance. As this 

could not be attained in my 

native place, I went to Berlin, 

where with the support of 

some enlightened men of our 

nation I studied for some 

years—not indeed with any 

plan but merely to satisfy my 

thirst for knowledge. But as 

our nation is unable to use, 

not only such planless studies, 

but even those based on the 

most perfect plan, it cannot be 

blamed for becoming tired of 

them, and pronouncing their 

encouragement to be useless. I 

have therefore resolved, in or¬ 

der to secure temporal as well 

as eternal happiness, which 

depends on the attainment of 

perfection, and in order to be¬ 

come useful to myself as well 

as others, to embrace the 

Christian religion. 

True to the vision of the man 

who founded their sect, the 

Lutherans never had a clear under¬ 

standing of the relationship be¬ 

tween faith and reason, and so pas¬ 

sages like the following were 

bound to cause problems: 

The Jewish religion, it is true, 

comes, in its articles of faith, 

nearer to reason than Chris¬ 

tianity. But in practical use the 

latter has an advantage over 

the former; and since moral¬ 

ity, which consists not in 

opinions but in actions, is the 

aim of all religion, clearly the 

latter comes nearer than the 

former to this aim. Moreover, 

I esteem the mysteries of the 

Christian religion for that 

which they are, that is alle¬ 

gorical representations of the 

truths that are most important 

to man. This I make my faith 

in them harmonize with rea¬ 

son, but I cannot believe them 

literally. I beg therefore most 

respectfully an answer to the 

question, whether after this 

confession I am worthy of the 

Christian religion or not. If I 

am, I am prepared to carry my 

proposal into effect; but if 

not, I must give up all claim 
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to a religion which enjoins me 

to lie, that is, to deliver a con¬ 

fession of faith which contra¬ 

dicts my reason, (p. 127). 

If the Lutheran pastor was handi¬ 

capped by the exaggeration of faith 

bequeathed to him by Luther, 

Maimon was equally handicapped 

by the truncated form of reason he 

derived from the Enlightenment. As 

a result, Maimons conversion to 

Christianity never happened. In ad¬ 

dition to impugning Maimons 

motives ( “your intention is to em¬ 

brace the Christian religion merely 

in order to improve your temporal 

circumstances?” the Lutheran pas¬ 

tor misunderstood the relationship 

between faith and reason, claiming 

that Maimon was “too much of a 

philosopher to be able to become a 

Christian. Reason has taken the 

upper hand with you, and faith 

must accommodate itself to rea¬ 

son” (p. 128). 

As a result of this rebuff, 

Maimon concluded that “I must 

therefore remain what I am—a 

stiff-necked Jew. My religion en¬ 

joins me to believe nothing, but to 

think the truth and practice good¬ 

ness. . . . With this I bade the pas¬ 

tor good-bye.” 

Ultimately, Maimon fared no 

better with the Enlightened Jews of 

Berlin because, as he put it. 

The Jewish nation is, apart 

from accidental modifica¬ 

tions, a perpetual aristocracy 

under the guise of a theocracy. 

The learned men, who form 

the nobility in the nation, 

have been able, for many cen¬ 

turies, to maintain their posi¬ 

tion as the legislative body 

with so much authority 

among the common people, 

that they can do with them 

whatever they please, (p. 147). 

to cover and could not put it 

down. I did read about the 

sufferings of Jesus Christ, and 

it made me cry. And I did read 

the crazed writings’ of St Paul 

and knew that there was noth¬ 

ing crazed’ about it at all— 

but were words of hope and 

purpose. I said to myself, “]u- 

daism is bankrupt. But the 

Christian message is full of 

promise and life.” 

When I finished the last 

Chapter of the Book of Rev¬ 

elations, now at the age of 21, 

I got down on my knees, 

wept, and asked Jesus Christ 

to forgive all my sins and be 

my Saviour. 

Soon afterward I met an old 

pious woman at a Church 

gathering who came up to me 

and said, “God has so much 

for you and so much for you 

to do.” Like a cryptic oracle, 

long awaiting its coming, I am 

Like Solomon Maimon, Brother 

Nathanael Kapner had to leave 

home in order to escape from the 

rabbis’ power over him. In 

Kapner’s case, it wasn’t to Berlin 

that he fled, as Maimon had in the 

1780s; it was to Los Angeles, where 

he began his undergraduate studies 

in 1968: 

I finally left my home and 

synagogue to go to college in 

Los Angeles in 1968. But I 

forgot about my promise. It 

wasn’t until 1970 that one of 

the Jesus Freaks, who were 

very popular at that time, gave 

me a New Testament. I 

opened it up and started read¬ 

ing the Gospel of St Matthew. 

1 was struck by the 

“Jewishness” of the writing. 

And I soon found myself cap¬ 

tivated by the person of Jesus 

Christ! He was a man who 

rubbed shoulders with the 

common people. He was a 

man who taught 

the people from 

everyday life ex¬ 

periences. And 

what I liked most 

of all about Him 

was when He said 

to the religious 

leaders, “The har¬ 

lots and tax col¬ 

lectors go into the 

kingdom of 

heaven before 

you.” I could al¬ 

most see Him 

saying this to Mrs 

Schecter, who 

called Him a 

“criminal.” I sim¬ 

ply found myself 

falling in love 

with Jesus Christ! 

I devoured the 

entire New Testa¬ 

ment from cover 

i 

I 
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Rabbi Toaff greets Pope John Paul II at the synagogue in Rome. 
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just beginning, 37 years later, 

to see this prophecy come 

true. 

As the reputed author of Pope 

John Paul IPs encyclical Fides et 

Ratio and the heir of the Apostles, 

Joseph Ratzinger, both as bishop 

and pope, would seem to have an 

advantage over the poor Lutheran 

Pastor who turned Solomon 

Maimun away from Christianity, 

and yet if not hampered by a defec¬ 

tive understanding of the relation¬ 

ship between faith and reason, the 

pope seems equally hampered by a 

desire to engage in dialogue with 

the rabbis, whom virtually all Jew¬ 

ish converts see as oppressors of the 

Jewish people. In his visit to the 

synagogue of Rome in January 

2010, the pope cited Vatican II as 

the theological justification for his 

visit, claiming that 

The teaching of the Second 

Vatican Council has repre¬ 

sented for Catholics a clear 

landmark to which constant 

reference is made in our atti¬ 

tude and our relations with 

the Jewish people, marking a 

new and significant stage. The 

Council gave a strong impetus 

to our irrevocable commit¬ 

ment to pursue the path of 

dialogue, fraternity and 

friendship, a journey which 

has been deepened and devel¬ 

oped in the last forty years, 

through important steps and 

significant gestures. 

As we have come to expect from 

meetings like this, what he said 

may have seemed supine to Catho¬ 

lics, but it was never enough to 

placate or mollify the stiff-necked 

rabbis, who continued to harp on 

Pope Pius XII, expecting—if not 

demanding—that Pope Benedict 

denounce him as a war criminal. 

The pope went on to add that, “I 

too, in the course of my Pontifi¬ 

cate, have wanted to demonstrate 

my closeness to and my affection 

for the people of the Covenant.” 

But that overture met with an 

equally cold response. By now it 

should be obvious that trying to 

placate rabbis is a hopeless task. 

But worse than that, in his efforts 

to placate the rabbis, the pope is 

turning his back on the Brother 

Nathanael Kapners, and Solomon 

Maimons, and—who knows?— 

Jews like the Coen Brothers, who 

see the rabbis as the oppressors of 

the Jewish people. Progress in 

Catholic-Jewish dialogue is an¬ 

other word for suppression of the 

truth. Dialogue with the rabbis 

means collaboration with the 

forces who are determined to keep 

Jews ignorant of Christ. 

In his meeting with the rabbis at 

the synagogue in Rome in January, 

the pope attempted to find com¬ 

mon ground in the Ten Com¬ 

mandments, because 

The “Ten Commandments” 

call us to preserve and to pro¬ 

mote the sanctity of the fam¬ 

ily, in which the personal and 

reciprocal, faithful and defini¬ 

tive “Yes” of man and woman 

makes room for the future, for 

the authentic humanity of 

each, and makes them open, 

at the same time, to the gift of 

new life. To witness that the 

family continues to be the es¬ 

sential cell of society and the 

basic environment in which 

human virtues are learned and 

practised is a precious service 

offered in the construction of 

a world with a more human 

face. 

The sentiments are noble 

enough, but the pope’s statement 

ignores the role which the rabbis 

have played in promoting divorce, 

both at the time of Christ and in 

2010, and in the intervening pe¬ 

riod as well. Like Larry Gopnik’s 

wife, Solomon Maimun’s wife 

wanted a divorce, and both Mrs. 

Gopnik and Mrs. Maimon discov¬ 

ered that the best place to go for as¬ 

sistance in getting one is to the rab¬ 

bis. Maimon was reluctant to grant 

(continued on p. 47) 
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The Great Hutaree Bust: 

Dogpatch calls for 

Armed Insurrection, 

Antichrist dodges a bullet 

by E. Michael Jones 

On Monday, March 29, the U.S. attorneys office In 

Detroit, Michigan announced the arrest of “seven men 

and one woman believed to be part of the Michigan- 

based [Christian Militia group known as the] Hutaree 

. . . over the weekend in raids in Michigan, Indiana 

and Ohio.” These “Nine alleged members of a Chris¬ 

tian militia group,” we are told, who were “girding for 

battle with the Antichrist,” were charged Monday 

with “plotting to kill a police officer and slaughter 

scores more by bombing the funeral—all in hopes of 

touching off a an uprising against the US govern¬ 

ment.” US Attorney General Eric Holder underscored 

the gravity of the situation when he announced that 

the FBI had just dealt “a severe blow to a dangerous 

organization that today stands accused of conspiring 

to levy war against the United States.” 

The visuals which accompanied the story, however, 

did little to reinforce the high drama which the press 

conference hoped to inspire. The front page story was 

accompanied by a picture of the rusted trailer which 

Hutaree leader David Brian Stone called home, and 

there leaning next to a washing machine in the front 

yard was a lone rifle. Missing from the picture was jug of 

moonshine. Similarly, Daisy Mae and Li’l Abner were 

nowhere to be seen. In spite of that, the caption under 

the photo could have read: “Dogpatch calls for armed insur¬ 

rection!” But that would have undermined the high serious¬ 

ness of the US attorneys press conference and the sense that 

we had all dodged a serious terrorist attack, which was pal¬ 

pable in Attorney General Holders remarks. 

The plausibility of the governments story began to 

decline in direct proportion to the details they released 

to the press. According to the indictment, the 

Hutaree, all eight of them, who communicated with 

each other in “a secret language that few are privileged 

to know,” felt that “setting off bombs at a police fu¬ 

neral, using a fake 911 call to lure an officer to his 

death, killing an officer after a traffic stop, or attacking 

the family of an officer,” would “serve as a catalyst for 

more widespread uprising against the government.” 

That is how the government framed its case in the in¬ 

dictment unsealed on March 29. 

Armed with evidence of this sort, the two intrepid 

AP reporters who filed this story then tracked down 

the ex-wife of Hutaree Leader David Brian Stone, 

who opined that “It started out as a Christian thing.” 

Stone s ex-wife Donna Stone then continued with her 

account making it seem that going to Church set off a 

chain reaction that led directly to terrorism, “You go 

to church. You pray. You take care of your family. I 

think David started to take it a little too far.” 

The charges against the eight Hutaree warriors in¬ 

cluded “teaching the use of explosives,” but when the 

AP reporters tried to substantiate that claim, the trail 

suddenly turned cold. Kelly Sickles, who, unlike 

Donna Stone, was still married to one of the defen¬ 

dants, claimed that her husband Kristopher “doesn’t 

even know how to make a bomb. We had no bomb 

materials here.” She then told the AP that she 

“couldn’t believe her 27-year-old husband cold be in¬ 

volved in anything violent.” 

“It was just survival skills,” she said. “That’s what 

they were learning. And it’s just patriotism. It’s in our 

constitution.” 

I 

I 
i 
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Hutaree headquarters 
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As if to provide further corroboration of the blood¬ 

thirsty nature of Hutaree warriors who planned to 

“levy war” against the United States, the AP reporters 

tell us that “The mother of one defendant . . . took 

away his two guns . . . because she thought he needed 

mental health treatment.” 

By this point, it had become abundantly clear that 

the great Hutaree uprising story was prima facie pre¬ 

posterous. And yet not one commentator that I read 

seemed to think there was anything wrong with claim¬ 

ing that a mentally deranged man whose mother had 

taken his guns away from him would have toppled the 

United States government if the 

FBI hadn’t intervened. 

If anything, the commentary of 

the chattering classes was even 

more hysterical than the indict¬ 

ment released by the prosecutor 

in Detroit. Eugene Robinson 

claimed that 

The arrests of members of a 

Michigan-based “Christian” mi¬ 

litia group should convince 

doubters that there is good rea¬ 

son to worry about right-wing, 

anti-government extremism— 

and potential violence—in the Age of Obama. . . . 

For decades now, the most serious threat of domes¬ 

tic terrorism has come from the growing ranks of 

the paranoid, anti-government hate groups that 

draw their inspiration and vocabulary and anger 

from the far right. . . . There has been an explosive 

growth among far-right militia-type groups that 

identify themselves as white suprema¬ 

cists. 

Then, as if recognizing that there is 

no evidence to substantiate claims 

like this, Robinson adds that “Most 

of the groups . . . have been infil¬ 

trated and dismantled by authorities 

before they could do any damage.” In 

other words, the fact that groups like 

this have accomplished nothing is 

proof of how dangerous they are and 

how desperately we need the FBI to 

protect us. Then, as if determined not 

to let a good indictment go to waste, 

Robinson attacks “The vitriolic anti¬ 

government hate speech that is 

spewed on talk radio every day . . . [which] is cali¬ 

brated not to inform but to incite” as being somehow 

responsible for the uprising that never took place. 

Within minutes of the arrests, the key to under¬ 

standing the meaning of it all was posted on the web. 

The worst example of this instant analysis came from 

the pen [or keyboard] of Mark Guarino. In an article 

entitled “Hutaree: Why is the Midwest a hotbed of 

Militia Activity?” written for the Christian Science 

Monitor and then repeated ad nauseam over other 

outlets like Fox News and Yahoo.com, Guarino 

opined that “Michigan, the home base of the Hutaree 

militia, has one of the highest concentrations in the 

United States of militias and other extremist groups 

that see the federal government as the enemy.” 

And just how does he know this? Well, because the 

Southern Poverty Law Center said so. In fact, the in¬ 

trepid investigative reporter from the Christian Sci- 

Attorney General Eric Holder announced that 
the FBI had just dealt “a severe blow to a 
dangerous oi^anization that today stands 
accused of conspiring to levy war against the 
United States.” 
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Eleven members of the Molly Maguires marching to their deaths in Pottsville, Pennsylva¬ 

nia on June 21,1877. 

ence reading room goes on to tell us that “Only Texas, 

with 57 so-called patriot’ groups, outstrips Michigan’s 

47, according to the Southern Poverty Law Center 

(SPLC), a nonprofit civil rights organization in Mont¬ 

gomery, Ala., that tracks hate group activity.” Not 

only that, barely able to catch his breath, Guarino in¬ 

forms us that “between 2008 and 2009, the number 

of such groups has increased from 149 to 512.” And 

just in case we were wondering where he got these fig¬ 

ures, Guarino again cites the SPLC as his source. In 

spite of the fact that the basis for these claims resides 

solely with a group whose sole purpose for existence is 

the discovery of “hate groups” of this sort, Guarino 

goes on to conclude that “The arrests point to how the 

Midwest in particular has become a hotbed for patriot 

activity.” Making his lone foray outside the walls of 

SPLC headquarters, Guarino cites a certain Chip 

Berlet, who is “an analyst at Political Research Associ¬ 

ates, a think tank in Somerville, Mass.” Bertlet claims 

that “There are a number of regional factors that, over 

time and at various moments, helped the militia 

movement. . . emerge . . . strongly in the upper Mid¬ 

west.” Those factors include, “shared anxiety among 

lower-to-middle-class people is often a catalyst for 

generating conspiracy theories, which have the po¬ 

tency to provoke people to take up arms and commit 

violence.” 

Having touched that base, Guarino returns to the 

comforting bosom of the SPLC, in particular to 

“Heidi Beirich, SPLC’s director of research,” who tells 

us that “Several extremist groups were formed follow¬ 

ing the 1992 election of Bill Clinton, and they were 

active during his presidency.” Then, as if suddenly 

aware that this hardly constitutes news, Beirich adds 

for good measure, “The 

roots of militia activity are 

there [in Michigan], so if 

you want to organize 

something you know who 

to call.” 

Having exhausted his 

sources at the SPLC, 

Guarino is reduced to cit¬ 

ing unnamed “experts” to 

prove his claim that the 

Midwest is a “hotbed” of 

revolutionary fervor, as 

when he writes that “Ex- • 

perts say a combination of i 

factors contribute to the rise in militias: a faltering 

economy, changing roles within the traditional family 

structure, and shifts in the racial makeup of the 

country’s population.” 

This is what passes for journalism in, as Eugene 

Robinson puts it, “the Age of Obama.” 

Not to be outdone by his colleagues in the fourth es¬ 

tate, Leonard Pitts links Christians and Muslims and 

anyone who takes religion seriously to the Hutaree 

conspiracy. “The idea of some innate saving difference 

between us and those bearded others in other places,” 

is, according to Pitts, nothing more than “a fiction we 

conjured to help us sleep at night.” According to the 

pundit from Orlando, Florida, the Christ whom 

Christians in places like Michigan and Indiana wor¬ 

ship turns out to be just “like the Allah for whom cer¬ 

tain Muslims blow up marketplaces and crowded 

buses.” Muslim and American terrorists, it seems, ^ 

“both serve a puny and impotent God who can’t do 

anything without their help.” Pitts closes his perora- | 

tion by making a brief stab at analysis—“a sense of 

cultural dislocation and economic uncertainty . . . 

moves people out to the fringes where they seek out 

scapegoats and embrace that feeble God”—followed 

by a hymn of thanks to the FBI for protecting us 

from the trailer trash in southern Michigan: “Some¬ 

times I think the only thing that keeps us from be¬ 

coming, say, Afghanistan, is a strong central govern¬ 

ment and a diverse population with a robust tradition 

of free speech.” 

By now it should be obvious that the role of the 

press in covering the Hutaree story was not to uncover 

what was really going on but to provide cover for the 

FBI by retailing the reports of the SPLC. In spite of a 
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few exceptions that get trotted out to justify more op¬ 

pression, the “robust tradition of free speech” invoked 

by Mr. Pitts to justify the actions of the FBI turns out 

to be largely an illusion: 

By the Second World War, according to Merton 

and Lazerfield, the press functioned in three main 

ways. First, to decide which are the legitimate sub¬ 

jects of public discussion. Second to enhance the 

authority of and bestow prestige on those persons, 

organizations, and social movements deemed desir¬ 

able by its editors. Finally, to reaffirm existing social 

norms and to expose deviance. In this context, it 

was far less likely that the powerful in society would 

be portrayed as criminally deviant. There were, of 

course, criminal businessmen, but these were seen as 

exceptional and deviant individuals in a fundamen¬ 

tally sound system. 

Americans of all stripes run amok periodically and 

kill lots of people, and the FBI can’t seem to stop 

them. Instead, like the drunk who decides to look for 

his lost car keys under the lamppost because the light 

is better there, the FBI infiltrates groups which it con¬ 

siders deviant and easy to take down, and then ac¬ 

cuses them of the crimes they can’t prevent the real 

criminals from committing. 

then it turned out that Amy Bishop was Jewish and at 

that point all talk of her crime as paradigmatic of any¬ 

thing other than mental illness suddenly ceased. 

When Guarino says that — “There is concern that 

this current wave of militia activity is more potent 

than it was during the Clinton era. The Internet al¬ 

lows conspiracy ideology to travel faster and 

marginalized individuals to connect with one another 

across greater distances. Meanwhile, there is increased 

political polarization” — what he really means is that 

the FBI and the SPLC and their lackeys in the main¬ 

stream press are themselves involved in a conspiracy to 

find scapegoats for current problems among 

“marginalized individuals.” People with political or fi¬ 

nancial clout somehow never get indicted by the FBI. 

As more information came out, the FBI’s role in 

Hutaree activity loomed larger and larger, to the point 

of causing one to wonder if there would have been a 

case against them without FBI involvement. In an¬ 

other news account. 

Assistant US Attorney Joseph Falvey, Jr. argued that 

there was nothing wrong with owning guns or hat¬ 

ing the government. But its illegal, he added, when 

“people with dark hearts and evil intents” gather to 

discuss ways to commit violence. 

By Day Two of the Great FBI Hutaree Bust, 
the government’s case had ^^entrapment” 
written all over it. 

Guarino claims that “Several high-profile murders 

have occurred” recently “including those of Kansas 

abortion doctor George Tiller and a Holocaust Mu¬ 

seum guard in Washington,” but he never gets around 

to explaining why the examples he has cited are more 

“high-profile” than other cases, like, say the case of 

Amy Bishop. Unlike the nine members of the Hutaree 

that are now behind bars. Professor Bishop actually 

killed a number of people, three of whom were people 

of color. Since Amy Bishop is white, her murder spree 

at the University of Georgia at Huntsville sounded like 

the ideal candidate for a hate crime prosecution, but 

And how did the FBI know 

that the Hutaree had “dark 

hearts and evil intents”? Well, 

the FBI had such detailed infor¬ 

mation because they had 

planted an informant in the or¬ 

ganization. According to Assis¬ 

tant US Attorney Ronald 

Waterstreet, the prosecutor who 

was pursuing the case, the FBI 

had detailed tape-recordings of 

the Hutaree’s plans, which included statements by 

Hutaree leader Stone claiming “We are the American 

military. We [meaning the nine defendants] outnum¬ 

ber them.” What is more, the prosecutor also an¬ 

nounced that “The agent, who infiltrated the Hutaree 

group . . . had built explosives under Stone’s direc- 

tion. . . . 

It would be interesting to know if the FBI has tapes 

of the conversation about making explosive devices. 

Just who brought up the subject of building a bomb? 

The leader of Hutaree or the agent assigned to bring 

them down? This statement, coupled with the claim of 

'f 
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FBI Agent Provocateur William O’Neal 

Mrs. Sickles, means of course that the only reason the 

Hutaree had explosive devices is because the FBI agent 

constructed them for them. That, of course, makes 

this man an agent provocateur. Questions like this are 

something only a jury can decide, but by Day Two of 

the Great FBI Hutaree Bust, the governments case 

had “entrapment” written all over it. 

The use of agents provocateurs to bring down unde¬ 

sirable groups in America antedates the founding of 

the FBI. At some time around 1870 Franklin 

McGowan, a Pottsville, Pennsylvania railroad mag¬ 

nate, hired a secret agent by the name of James 

McParlan to infiltrate the Irish community in the coal 

mining district of northeastern Pennsylvania. After 

joining the Ancient Order of Hibernians and gaining 

the confidence of the Irish coal miners he would even¬ 

tually betray, McParlan began submitting reports 

about the conspiratorial plans of a group of the AOH s 

inner circle, which he began calling the Molly 

Maguires. Whether the Molly Maguires actually ex¬ 

isted as an organization, much less as a group of ter¬ 

rorists became a moot point when the head of the 

Pinkerton Dectective Agency released a book entitled 

The Molly Maguires and the Detectives, which set the 

facts of the case in stone in the public mind before the 

trials were completed, prejudicing the jury against the 

defendants. The Pinkerton Detective agency special¬ 

ized in spying on and infiltrating unions and as part of 

their propaganda ministry eventually produced 18 

semi-fictional novels extolling the virtues of their 
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agents. The hapless Irish coal miners were no match 

for this sort of public relations campaign; the defen¬ 

dants were all hanged, and the lesson that capitalism 

was in control of a government which proclaimed it 

was of the people, by the people, and for the people 

was not lost on the survivors. 

The attack on the so-called “Molly Maguires” would 

set the pattern for future campaigns against groups the 

government and its plutocratic controllers considered 

deviant. As the Michigan Hutaree would find out 140 

years later, “maginalized individuals,” to use Mark 

Guarinos term, unsettled by a “faltering economy,” 

were accused of plotting against the government as a 

way of distracting the populace from the fact that the 

government itself was in the hands of plutocratic loot¬ 

ers whose immorality and oftentimes criminality was 

redefined out of existence. 

The Italians were soon to succeed the Irish as the 

next group of “marginalized individuals” who posed a 

threat to the well-being of the republic. AJ Capone, 

who had his own flair for self-promotion, was a cre¬ 

ation of the FBI, as was the Mafia, if by that term we 

mean a nationally organized “crime syndicate.” The 

term “Mafia” entered the American vocabulary when 

nine Italians were put on trial for the murder of New 

Orleans Police Chief David Hennessy on February 16, 

1891. In order to make the charges stick, “Italian- 

Americans were characterized as prone to violence, 

vendettas and extortion and unwilling to cooperate 

with authorities.” The Mafia message never changed 

after that: 

A foreign conspiracy was corrupting the police; 

therefore, the police had to be given more 

power. ... By constantly highlighting the “Mafia 

supercriminal organization,” US opinion makers 

had ensured that people’s perception of organized 

crime was as limited as their own. The constant 

speculation, hyperbole, preaching and mythmaking 

served to confuse and distract attention away from 

failed policies, institutional corruption and much 

systematic activity that was more damaging and de¬ 

structive than “Mafia” crimes.. . .Concentration on 

the Mafia diverted attention away from corruption 

in government and business. 

The point of the FBI was to divert attention from 

serious crime and create as its foil a number of colorful 

characters from marginalized groups and give the im¬ 

pression that without the FBFs efforts Italian mafiosi 

would ruin an otherwise virtuous country. 

4 
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In the case of the “Molly Maguires,” the defendants 

were hanged as a way of intimidating the survivors 

into accepting economic injustice. It was an early ex¬ 

ample of state-sponsored terrorism, or perhaps “night 

watchman state terrorism,” since the state all but abdi¬ 

cated its role to the plutocratic private enterprises who 

wanted to use the Mollys as a way of intimidating the 

workers. As Harold Aurand put it. 

The Molly Maguire investigation and trials were 

one of the most astounding surrenders of sover¬ 

eignty in American history. A private corporation 

initiated the investigation through a private detec¬ 

tive agency; a private police force arrested the al¬ 

leged offenders; and coal company attorneys pros¬ 

ecuted them. The state provided only the court¬ 

room and the hangman. The fate of the Mollys 

taught the people of the anthracite region that the 

Coal and Iron police were supreme within the area. 

The term agent provocateur was never used by ei¬ 

ther the Fourth Estate or the FBI in conjunction with 

the Hutaree case, but the FBI has a long history of us¬ 

ing agents provcateurs. Churchill and Vander Wall 

claim that “Agents provocateurs were . . . routinely as¬ 

signed to disrupt the internal functioning of targeted 

groups and to assist in the spread of disinformation. In 

fact, “In a film prepared for the Public Broadcasting 

and Vander Wall, 

In November of 1968, J. Edgar Hoover dispatched a 

Memorandum calling up on his field agents “to ex¬ 

ploit all avenues of creating . . . dissension within the 

ranks of the BPP [Black Panther Party]” and stating 

that “recipient offices are instructed to submit imagi¬ 

native and hard-hitting counterintelligence measures 

aimed at crippling the BPP.” 

In order to infiltrate and destroy the Black Panthers, 

the FBI hired a black felon by the name of William 

O’Neal and inserted him as an agent provocateur into 

the Chicago branch of the BPP: 

In late 1968, Special Agent Ray Mitchell was as¬ 

signed to augment the Chicago field offices’ Racial 

Matters Squad, headed by SA Robert Piper. One of 

Mitchell’s first acts in his new job was to bring an 

individual named William O’Neal, recently arrested 

twice, on one occasion for interstate car theft, and 

the other for impersonating a federal officer (e.g., he 

had manufactured and used phony FBI identifica¬ 

tion). Apparently, in exchange for a monthly sti¬ 

pend and the dropping of these charges, O’Neal 

agreed to infiltrate the Chicago BPP as a counterin¬ 

telligence operative. To this end, he went to the Pan¬ 

ther Headquarters at 2350 Madison Street on the 

day it opened and joined the chapter. The infiltrator 

was quickly accepted and placed in positions of con¬ 

fidence by Hampton and Chicago Minister of De¬ 

fense Bobby Rush, as is evi¬ 

denced by the speed with which 

he became Director of Chapter 

Security and [Chicago BPP 

chief, Fred] Hampton’s personal 

bodyguard. According to SA 

Mitchell, by February 1969 

O’Neal was functioning as the 

“number three man” in the Chi¬ 

cago BPP and was in line for na¬ 

tional Party Office. 

The most famous use of agents provocatuers 
in FBI histoiy was the Cointelpro operation 
against the Black Panthers in Chicago. 

Service in 1971, journalist Paul Jacobs interviewed 

three men who insist their agent contacts encouraged 

them to join in bombings and burnings, or to propose 

that the groups they infiltrated commit criminal acts.” 

There is a certain element of irony in the press cov¬ 

erage of the Hutaree case. Two of the most ardent de¬ 

fenders of the FBI and its tactics were Robinson and 

Pitts, two black pundits who evidently are unaware 

that the most famous use of agents provocatuers in 

FBI history was the Cointelpro operation against the 

Black Panthers in Chicago. According to Churchill 

Once O’Neal had gained the trust of Fred Hamp¬ 

ton and Bobby Rush, he began stockpiling weapons 

and provoking armed conflict with other Chicago 

gangs. On April 2, 1969, Rush led an armed attack on 

the Blackstone Rangers, something which earned him 

a pay raise at FBI headquarters. In June of 1969 

O’Neal acquired military style weapons and initiated 

a weapons training program for Black Panthers at a 

farm in Michigan. When the Bureau conducted a raid 

on the Panthers’ Monroe St. office, it was the arms 

cache purchased by O’Neal that they discovered and 
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which they then used as proof that the Panthers were a 

dangerous organization, even though other FBI 

memos at the time indicate that the chief BPP thorn 

in the FBI’s side was the Panthers’ Free Breakfast for 

Children program, something which became apparent 

on July 31, when Chicago police ransacked the BPP 

Monroe Street office, “smashing typewriters, destroy¬ 

ing food and medical supplies for the Panther health 

clinic and breakfast program,” as well as “setting sev¬ 

eral small fires, and beating and arresting several Pan¬ 

thers for obstruction.’” 

In October 1969 O’Neal moved the BPP arms 

cache to the apartment at 2337 West Monroe Street 

which Fred Hampton had just rented with his girl¬ 

friend Deborah Johns, who was pregnant with their 

child. In September, O’Neal had already met with 

Special Agent Mitchell at the Golden Torch restaurant 

in downtown Chicago, where he had passed on a de¬ 

tailed map of the floor-plan of Hampton’s apartment. 

During the evening of 

December 3, 1969, 

Agent O’Neal prepared a 

meal for Hampton and 

his fiancee and other 

Panther party members. 

The beverage O’Neal 

served with the meal was 

Kool-Aid laced with 

secobarbital, a powerful 

barbituate provided by 

the FBI. Hampton and 

his associates went to bed 

at around midnight, at 

which point O’Neal 

slipped out of the apartment. At around 1:30 AM on 

December 4, Hampton fell asleep in mid-sentence 

during a phone conversation with his brother. At 4:45 

AM a group of agents from Cook County State Attor¬ 

ney Edward Hanrahan’s office stormed Hampton’s 

apartment and opened fire on Black Panther Mark 

Clark , who had fallen asleep in a chair in the living 

room with a shotgun in his lap. Clark reflexively 

pulled the trigger, firing a round into the ceiling just 

before he died. It was the only shot the Panthers fired 

that night. The drugged Panthers were unable to wake 

up, much less organize any armed resistance to the 

raiding party, which continued to spray the apartment 

with automatic weapons fire. Fred Hampton, who was 

wounded in the shoulder, was dragged out of his bed¬ 

room and shot twice in the head at point blank range. 

The other Panthers, most of whom had been 

wounded in the raid, were dragged outside, beaten, 

and charged with aggravated assault and attempted 

murder. Each suspect was then held on $100,000 bail. 

Then as now the press was complicit. Both CBS-TV 

and the Chicago Tribune went along with the FBI in 

fabricating evidence and portraying the police as act¬ 

ing in self-defense. Agent Provocateur O’Neal was 

paid a bonus for his efforts but later committed sui¬ 

cide. The Hampton and Clark families later filed a 

$47.7 million law suit against Edward V. Hanrahan et 

al., a suit which eventually got settled in 1983, with¬ 

out a jury. John F. Grady, the presiding judge in the 

case, ruled that “there had in fact been an active gov¬ 

ernmental conspiracy to deny Hampton, Clark and 

the BPP plaintiffs their civil rights” and “sanctions 

were imposed upon the FBI for its cover-up activities 

and an award of $1.85 million went to the survivors 

and the families of the deceased.” 

After this and other COINTELPRO operations 

were exposed during the Church Committee hearings 

in 1976, the FBI promised to mend its ways, claiming 

that the “excesses” of COINTELPRO would “never 

happen again.” If they show nothing else, the Hutaree 

arrests in March 2010 show that the FBI is incapable 

of transcending its own bad DNA. Churchill and 

Vander Wall argue that the FBI “was founded, main¬ 

tained and steadily expanded as a mechanism to fore¬ 

stall, curtail, and repress the expression of political di¬ 

versity within the United States.” After formulating 

the “legal basis” for the Palmer raids of the early ‘20s, 

Instead of admitting that they had killed an inno¬ 
cent bystander, the mother of kidnapper and bank 
robber Fred Barker, the FBI, with the media as 
their willing accomplices, created the legend of 
^^Ma Barker.” 
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Shelley Winters portrays Ma Barker in Bloody Mama 

Hoover advised President Herbert Hoover that the bo¬ 

nus army of World War I veterans destitute in 1932 

because of the Depression and the failure of the gov¬ 

ernment to pay them were made up of “criminals and 

communists” and cleared the way for the military style 

attack on those veterans. 

Hoover then went on to involve the FBI in “a cam¬ 

paign against Marcus Garvey which resulted in his 

frame-up on false charges, and ultimately [in 1927] 

his deportation as an ‘undesirable alien,’” a strategy 

which severely diminished the potential of his then-vi¬ 

brant Universal Negro Improvement Association. If 

we ask what do the Palmer raids, the bonus army, 

Marcus Garvey, the Black Panthers, and the Hutaree 

have in common, the answer is nothing, nothing other 

than the FBI’s desire to suppress what it construes as 

“deviant.” 

Hoover succeeded largely because he had his own 

publicity department at his disposal, in particular a 

mythmaker by the name of Courtney Ryley Cooper, 

who wrote pulp fictions about “Fearless young G-men 

using an army of ingenious weapons and arcane tech¬ 

nologies, and their lieutenants reporting through a 

flawless command structure to the supercop at the 

top, ‘the most feared man the underworld has ever 

known’—^J. Edgar Hoover.” Hoover was “one of the 

greatest propagandists ever to grace the federal bureau¬ 

cracy,” but he could also count on a compliant press to 

do his bidding as well, something which is still the 

case, as can be seen in the way the pundits treated the 

Hutaree bust. 

Whenever an operation went bad, Hoover’s public¬ 

ity department was there to recreate it as an FBI tri¬ 

umph. This was the case with the murder of Kate 

Barker. Instead of admitting that they had killed an in¬ 

nocent bystander, the mother of kidnapper and bank 

robber Fred Barker, the FBI, with the media as their 

willing accomplices, created the legend of “Ma 

Barker,” a legend that was still around when Roger 

Gorman, the king of B movies, filmed Bloody Mama 

in the ‘60s, with Shelley Winters portraying a cigar- 

chomping, Tommy-gun-toting Ma Barker. J. Edgar 

Hoover outdid himself in covering up the murder of 

Mrs. Barker when he claimed that she was not only 

“the brains behind a gang of desperadoes,” but, in a 

tribute to the psychology of John B. Watson, the 

regnant authority on childraising at the time, “a 

monument to the evils of parental indulgence” as well. 

The press went along with this hoax because they 

“liked the idea of a gun-crazy old woman, and the idea 

that she may have been an innocent victim was un¬ 

thinkable.” 

Running alongside the story of the great Hutaree 

bust in Michigan was the story of four coal miners 

trapped in a mine in West Virginia which had been 

cited repeatedly for violations of mine safety regula¬ 

tions. Mining disasters and FBI raids are the two 

constants of American newspapers. Some things never 

change. Mines are still dangerous places because their 

owners ignore safety regulations in order to make 

money, and the FBI is still busy creating mythical vil¬ 

lains to distract us from the criminal activity that is 

deemed acceptable by the people who control our gov¬ 

ernment. Nothing has changed in this regard since the 

days of the Molly Maguires. As Edward A. Ross put it 

in 1907, “the public heeds the little overt offender 

more than the big covert offender.” The FBI with its 

G-men stories has always been one of the ways the 

government has diverted our attention away from the 

looting involved in capitalism, which is another word 

for “white collar crime.” The man who popularized 

the term was a professor at Indiana University by 

the name of Edwin H. Sutherland. His book White 
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The beheading of Mary, Queen of Scots 

Collar Crime (1949) was, according to Woodiwiss, 

“the most ambitious attempt to uncover business 

criminality since the muckraking era.” Instead of 

viewing immigrants, i.e., the Irish and the Italians, as 

the source of the problem, Sutherland claimed that 

“The powerful were exploiting the very immigrants 

who were supposed to be the main source of the prob¬ 

lem, paying them wages below permissible limits, 

making them work in unsafe working conditions, and 

illegally breaking their unions.” 

According to Sutherland, “the present day white col¬ 

lar criminals are more suave and less forthright than 

the robber barons of the last century but not less 

criminal. Criminality has been demonstrated again 

and again in reports of investigations of land offices, 

railways, insurance, munitions, banking, public utili¬ 

ties, stock exchanges, the petroleum industry, the real 

estate industry, receiverships, bankruptcies and poli¬ 

tics.” Sutherland argued that “persons of the upper so¬ 

cioeconomic class differ from the criminal behavior of 

the lower socioeconomic class principally in the ad¬ 

ministrative procedures which are used in dealing with 

the offenders; and that variations in administrative 

procedures are not significant from the point of view 

of causation of crime.” 

White Collar Crime is another word for Capital¬ 

ism. Or, as Dorr and Simpson put it: 

It must be emphasized that 

the criminal frauds which 

cause the biggest losses are or¬ 

ganized schemes, carried on as 

a regular business, and in 

many of the most serious 

cases, masquerading as legiti¬ 

mate business enterprises.. . . 

the line between criminal and 

non-criminal activity is thus 

frequently a rather arbitrary 

one. Commercial fraud is 

more often business run 

amuck than an offshoot of or¬ 

dinary crimes against prop¬ 

erty, and the typical criminal 

of this class is not the bandit 

or the recidivist but the busi¬ 

nessman gone wrong. 

And Capitalism is another 

word for looting. Capitalism 

as we know it came into existence following the loot¬ 

ing of Church property in 16^^ century England. In 

Elizabethan England, looters like Francis Drake were 

knighted and priests like the Jesuit Edmund Campion 

were hanged, drawn and quartered for saying Mass. 

The other big story in the news at the time of the 

Hutaree arrests was the allegations leveled against the 

pope as an abettor of sex abuse. Some things never 

change. This story never changes because capitalism, 

which is to say, looting is part of Americas DNA. To 

the extent that the Church opposes the capitalist em¬ 

pire, it will find itself demonized. Commenting on 

the priest scandals in Ireland, Mary Kenny wrote: 

Market capitalism, which is essential to the Celtic 

tiger boom, depends on individual lifestyle choices, 

initiative, tolerance of diversity. It also depends on 

people valuing, not rebuffing, material gain. The 

“authoritarianism” of the Catholic Church, with its 

strong directional tradition and concept of ortho¬ 

doxy, is anathema to the market. Individualism is 

essential. Those who have studied their Max Weber 

(The Protestant Work Ethic and the Rise of Capital¬ 

ism) would say that it was not coincidental that Ca¬ 

tholicism receded as capitalism triumphed: they 

would say it was necessary for Catholicism to re¬ 

cede in order for capitalism to triumph. The Protes¬ 

tant mindset, that you make your own choices for 

salvation, bypassing any form of “priest-craft,” is a 

cultural precondition for free market capitalism. 
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Were there any conspiracy-theory Trotskyites left 

under the age of 60, they might almost suspect a 

capitalist plot to discredit the priests, to free Ireland 

for market capitalism. 

As I write this, the English pundit Christopher 

Hitchens is calling for the arrest of the pope when he 

arrives in England. At the same time, Irish pundits are 

using the priest crisis to call for the seizure of Church 

property. The more things change, the more they re¬ 

main the same. We are still living in Elizabethan En¬ 

gland because we are still living under the operating 

system that was created at that time, the cultural and 

political operating system known as Capitalism. The 

ruling class is still involved in looting and in creating 

plots to distract us from their crimes, things like the 

Babington Plot, which led to the murder of the 

Catholic Maria Stuart, the rightful heir to the English 

throne. Walsingham, like the FBI, made use of an 

agent provocateur by the name of Gilbert Gifford as 

well as forged documents to implicate Mary in the 

plot and bring about her beheading. 

I suggest that you keep all this in mind the next 

time you hear that the Midwest is a “hotbed” of sub¬ 

versive activity. What the pundits really mean when 

they say this is that the FBI and the SPEC are con¬ 

cerned about the Midwest, which means that the Mid¬ 

west must be showing some resistance to the regime in 

ways that, say. New Jersey or California are not. 

The FBI, it turns out, isn’t the only federal agency 

with its eye on southern Michigan and northern Indi¬ 

ana. Around the same time that the Hutaree militia 

members were arrested, the FDA announced an out¬ 

break of campylobacterosis, which is to say food poi¬ 

soning. There is no denying that 18 people in south¬ 

ern Michigan got sick, but why they got sick is the is¬ 

sue. The government immediately attributed it to the 

consumption of raw milk. 

What the FDA failed to say is that the overwhelm¬ 

ing majority of those who drank raw milk from the 

Forest Grove dairy in Middlebury, Indiana did not get 

sick, but that 11 of the 18 who did also attended a 

potluck where Caesar Salad made with raw egg was 

served. The milk from Forest Grove dairy was tested 

four times and each time no Campylobacter was 

found. The eggs in the Caesar Salad were never tested. 

There are signs of concern that hit closer to home as 

well. Shortly before the Hutaree arrests. Culture Wars 

held its conference on “the End of Dialogue and the 

Beginning of Unity.” That conference took place in 

northern Indiana about six miles from the Michigan 

border, in other words, right in the middle of the 

SPLC-designated “hot¬ 

bed.” During one of the 

breaks at that conference, I 

was approached by a white- 

haired man wearing a base¬ 

ball cap with “Jesus is 

Lord” written across the 

front. The man didn’t give 

me his name; instead, he 

cut to the chase and asked 

me if I were interested in 

forming a “Catholic mili¬ 

tia.” I responded by telling 

him the story of David 

James, the man with whom I play Irish music. During 

the late ‘60s, when David was hippie in residence at 

Notre Dame, a man in a suit approached him and 

asked him if he were a revolutionary. David must have 

said yes, because the man then led him to his car, 

opened its trunk revealing a cache of weapons, and 

told David to take one. “He wanted David to pick up 

a gun,” I told the agent provocateur who approached 

me at the Culture Wars Unity conference, “so that he 

could kill him.” 

The same man approached conference speaker Dave 

Wemhoff in the men’s room. Dave, who is a retired 

colonel who has served most recently in Afghanistan, 

responded by saying, that Catholics didn’t need a mili¬ 

tia; “that’s why we have the police.” 

Walsingham, like the FBI, made use of an 
agent provocateur by the name of Gilbert 
Gifford as well as forged documents to impli¬ 
cate Mary in the Babington plot and bring 
about her beheading. 
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REVIEWS 
Augustine on the 
Elder Brother 
PAULA FREDRICKSEN, AUGUSTINE AND THE JEWS: A CHRISTIAN 

DEFENSE OF JEWS AND JUDAISM (NEW YORK; DOUBLEDAY, 

2008), 488 PP, ISBN: 978-0-385-50270-2 

Paula Fredriksen is a Jewish pro¬ 

fessor at the Religion department 

of Boston University. She resides 

both in Boston and Jerusalem. She 

has written a number of books 

about Christ and Christianity, in¬ 

cluding Jesus of Nazarethy King of 

the Jews: A Jewish Life and the 

Emergence of Christianityy which 

won her the 1999 National Jewish 

Book Award, and From Jesus to 

Christ: The Origins of the New Tes¬ 

tament Images of Christy which was 

used as a working document for a 

popular Frontline documentary. In 

addition to Augustine and the JewSy 

she has also written Augustine on 

Romans. In 2004, she was highly 

critical of Mel Gibson’s film. The 

Passion of the Christy claiming, inter 

aliay that the movie was “inaccu¬ 

rate” in many places. It is my un¬ 

derstanding that Ms. Fredriksen 

does not claim to be a Christian; 

rather, she is a Jewish historian of 

Christianity, much like Amy Jill 

Levine is a Jewish professor of New 

Testament at Vanderbilt University 

as well as a practicing Jew. By all 

counts, Ms. Fredriksen is from the 

liberal school of academic theology 

and she treats the subject of Jesus 

and Christianity from that per¬ 

spective. This school of thought, 

by and large, does not believe 

Scripture is divinely inspired (in 

the traditional definition), and 

thus the history and even the the¬ 

ology is only a product of its hu¬ 

man authors. One of Ms. 

Fredriksen’s more controversial 

claims is that the Jews had little or 

nothing to do with the execution 

of Jesus, the responsibility for that 

event being laid solely at the feet of 

the Romans. 

The title of Ms. Fredriksen’s new 

work, Augustine and the Jews: A 

Christian Defense of Jews and Juda- 

ismy is another in a line of treatises 

written by Jewish scholars (and lib¬ 

eral Catholics partial to Jewish his¬ 

toriography) for the purpose of 

giving the Christian stamp of ap¬ 

proval to modern Judaism as a vi¬ 

able and divinely accepted religion, 

as well as to show evidence where 

the Church thought more highly 

of the Jews than other non-Chris¬ 

tian religions. The publisher is 

quite candid with at least one of 

the reasons the book was pub¬ 

lished: “Augustine and the Jews 

sheds new light on the origins of 

anti-Semitism and, through Au¬ 

gustine, opens a path toward better 

understanding between two of the 

world’s great religions.” Even 

though the Jews specifically reject 

the central tenet of the Christian 

faith, namely, that Jesus Christ is 

the divine Son of God, Ms. 

Fredriksen seeks to convince her 

reader that there is a “Christian de¬ 

fense” for Judaism, hoping to mol¬ 

lify any anti-Jewish sentiment re¬ 

maining from the Catholic 

patristic and medieval eras. In do¬ 

ing so, she introduces the novel 

idea that Augustine, at least in the 

latter stages of his career, should be 

seen as the pioneering Catholic 

who creates a new and favorable 

Jewish apologetic for the Catholic 

Church, which is a dramatic shift 

from “any volume of Augustine’s 

sermons [that] reveals the familiar 

themes of adversus ludaeos invec¬ 

tive: Jews are blind, hard-hearted, 

fleshly, stubborn, and prideful; 

they murdered Christ; they are ex¬ 

iles; they carry the church’s books; 

they are saved only by conversion” 

[Augustine and the JewSy p. 311). In 

creating the new Augustine, how¬ 

ever, Ms. Fredriksen admits she has 

one big strike against her. The 

other Fathers and the Church at 

large prior to and contemporane¬ 

ous with Augustine’s supposed new 

thought, do not provide any such 

defense of the Jews and Judaism, 

which seems to be the reason that 

Doubleday views them, and even 

the early Augustine, as fomenting 

“the origins of anti-Semitism.” Ac¬ 

cording to the publisher, and most 

likely Ms. Fredriksen herself, Au¬ 

gustine stands alone in the effort to 

make Judaism one of “the world’s 

great religions.”! Whether she is 

right or wrong on this thesis, in 

part or in whole, will be the main 

subject of my review. 

Recently, Ms. Fredriksen wrote a 

summary article of Augustine and 

the Jews for the annual edition of 

US News and World Report's “Mys- 
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Cain flees after slaying Abel 

Bernsteins noted above) then says: 

“She [Fredriksen] argues that Au¬ 

gustine gradually began to see their 

[the Jews’] role as different from 

pagans and schismatics, conclud¬ 

ing that Jews should not be forced 

to conform to the new Christian 

orthodoxy.” Actually, Ms. 

Fredriksen goes a little further, for 

she asserts that Augustine pro¬ 

moted the idea that the continued 

existence of the Jews and Judaism 

was under the vigilance of God to 

such a point that “the synagogues 

of the late Roman Empire” testify 

to the fact that this protection is 

from “God himself,” and from this 

the reader is to infer that because 

“the Jews. . .should be unimpeded 

in their religious practice,” God 

had no pressing interest to have the 

Jews convert to the Christian faith, 

for Fie wanted “the Jews to remain 

Jews.” Here is Ms. Fredriksen’s 

opening paragraph: 

In the twilight of the Western 

teries of Faith” for December 

2009. Whether it is relevant or 

not, it should be stated that US 

News and World Report has a 

heavily-weighted Jewish editorial 

board, with the editor-in-chief be¬ 

ing Mortimer B. Zuckerman, and 

the Mysteries of Faith editors being 

Peter W. Bernstein and senior edi¬ 

tor Amy D. Bernstein. Be that as it 

may, since Ms. Fredriksen has sum¬ 

marized the main and most con¬ 

vincing arguments from her book 

in this short three-page article, for 

the sake of brevity we will draw 

mainly from it in our review but 

will consult her book for clarifica¬ 

tion on certain issues. 

In line with the above observa¬ 

tion that Ms. Fredriksen views Au- 

Ellis’ article was a classic statement of 
what is now known as the 20**' Century 
Catholic Inferiority Complex. 

gustine as holding the pioneering 

opinion for the Catholic Church 

in regards to the Jews, the subtitle 

she or the editors chose for the US 

News article is: “Alone among his 

peers, this leader of the early 

church gave the Hebrews a privi¬ 

leged place in Christian society.” 

The editor (probably one of the 

Roman Empire, Augustine of 

Hippo, one of the church’s 

greatest theologians and 

thinkers, presented his inter¬ 

pretation of Psalm 59 in his 

masterwork, City of God. He 

argued there that the Jews, 

alone of all the religious minori¬ 

ties within the newly Christian 

state, should be unimpeded in 
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their religious practice. Why 

did the Jews merit this unique 

exemption? Because, said Au¬ 

gustine, their religious prac¬ 

tices devolved from a unique 

author: God the Father. The 

same god whom Christians 

worshiped was himself the 

source of Jewish Scripture, 

Jewish tradition, and Jewish 

practice. Thus God himself, 

Augustine insisted, wanted the 

Jews to remain Jews. Let them 

preserve their ancient books, 

he urged; let them live openly 

according to their ancestral 

practices while scattered 

among the Christian majority. 

In so doing, Augustine taught, 

the Jews performed a valuable 

service of testimony for the 

church (emphasis added). 

Ms. Fredriksen then quotes a 

paragraph from Augustine’s City of 

God as supporting documentation. 

The quote is cited by Ms. 

Fredriksen with three ellipses: 

By the evidence of 

their own scriptures 

they bear witness for 

us that we have not 

fabricated the 

prophecies about 

Christ. ... It fol¬ 

lows that when the 

Jews do not believe 

in our scriptures, 

their scriptures are 

fulfilled in them, 

while they read 

them with blind 

eyes. ... It is in or¬ 

der to give this testi¬ 

mony which, in 

spite of themselves, 

they supply for our 

benefit by their pos¬ 

session and preser¬ 

vation of those 

books [of the Old 

Testament] that 

they are themselves 

dispersed among all nations, 

wherever the Christian church 

spreads. . . . Hence the proph¬ 

ecy in the Book of Psalms: 

‘Slay them not, lest they forget 

your law; scatter them by your 

might.’ 

First, we must assume that Ms. 

Fredriksen believes this quote from 

Augustine is the single strongest 

passage that proves her thesis, since 

she offers no other quote for sup¬ 

port, at least in this particular ar¬ 

ticle for US News. The quote 

comes from Book 18, Chapter 46 

of the City of God. The entire chap¬ 

ter reads as follows (I will italicize 

the pertinent lines): 

But the Jews who slew Him, 

and would not believe in 

Him, because it behooved 

Him to die and rise again, 

were yet more miserably 

wasted by the Romans, and 

utterly rooted out from their 

kingdom, where aliens had al¬ 

ready ruled over them, and 

were dispersed through the 

lands (so that indeed there is 

no place where they are not), 

and are thus by their own 

Scriptures a testimony to us that 

we have not forged the prophe¬ 

cies about Christ. And very 

many of them, considering 

this, even before His passion, 

but chiefly after His resurrec¬ 

tion, believed on Him, of 

whom it was predicted, 

“Though the number of the 

children of Israel be as the 

sand of the sea, the remnant 

shall be saved.” But the rest 

are blinded, of whom it was 

predicted, “Let their table be 

made before them a trap, and 

a retribution, and a stum¬ 

bling-block. Let their eyes be 

darkened lest they see, and 

bow down their back always.” 

Therefore, when they do not be¬ 

lieve our Scriptures, their own, 

which they blindly read, are ful¬ 

filled in them, lest perchance 

any one should say that the 

Christians have forged these 

prophecies about Christ which 

are quoted under the name of 

the sibyl, or of others, if such 

there be, who do not belong to 

the Jewish people. For us, in¬ 

deed, those suffice which are 

quoted from the books of our 

enemies, to whom we make our 

acknowledgment, on account of 

this testimony which, in spite of 

themselves, they contribute by 

their possession of these books, 

while they themselves are dis¬ 

persed among all nations, 

wherever the Church of 

Christ is spread abroad. For a 

prophecy about this thing was 

sent before in the Psalms, 

which they also read, where it 

is written, “My God, His 

mercy shall prevent me. My 

God hath shown me concern¬ 

ing mine enemies, that Thou 

shalt not slay them, lest they 
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should at last forget Thy law: 

disperse them in Thy mightT 

Therefore God has shown the 

Church in her enemies the 

Jews the grace of His compas¬ 

sion, since, as saith the apostle, 

''their offence is the salvation of 

the Gentiles. ” And therefore 

He has not slain them, that is, 

He has not let the knowledge 

that they are Jews be lost in 

them, although they have 

been conquered by the Ro¬ 

mans, lest they should forget 

the law of God, and their tes¬ 

timony should be of no avail 

in this matter of which we 

treat. But it was not enough 

that he should say, “Slay them 

not, lest they should at last 

forget Thy law,” unless he had 

also added, “Disperse them;” 

because if they had only been in 

their own land with that testi¬ 

mony of the Scriptures, and not 

every where, certainly the 

Church which is everywhere 

could not have had them as wit¬ 

nesses among all nations to the 

prophecies which were sent 

before concerning Christ. 

First, if we look at the actual 

verses and a little context from 

Psalm 59:10-16 upon which Au¬ 

gustine is commenting, we see that 

Psalm 59 is actually referring to 

“the nations” who are the enemies 

of the Psalmist, not the Jews, per 

se. But Augustine explains in his 

commentary, “. . .this indeed may 

be also understood of the Jews.” Be 

that as it may, one can easily see 

from reading the context of 

Augustine’s statements on Psalm 

59 from both The City of God and 

Commentary on the Psalms that we 

are hard pressed to see him doing 

what Ms. Fredriksen claims he is 

doing. Despite Ms. Fredriksen’s 

gratuitous word choice on what 

Augustine extracts from Psalm 59 

(e.g., Augustine “gave the Hebrews 

a privileged place in Christian soci¬ 

ety,” or “the Jews, alone of all the 

religious minorities. . .should be 

unimpeded in their religious prac¬ 

tice,” or “their religious practices 

devolved from a unique author: 

God the Father,” and “God 

himself . .wanted the Jews to re¬ 

main Jews,” or 

“Augustine’s. . .teaching on the 

Jews’ special status,” which are all 

stated on just one page of her 

three-page article — later calling 

the Jews “history’s Pole Star, a con¬ 

tinuing quotidian revelation of 

God’s will shining in the darkness 

of secular time” on page 3), she 

makes it appear as if Augustine had 

such a high esteem for the Jews 

that he was compelled to sanction 

Judaism as a divinely legitimized 

religion in and of itself In effect, 

Ms. Fredriksen transforms 

Augustine’s brief commentary on 

Psalm 59 into a thesis holding that 

Judaism survives under the hand of 

God as an adjunct religion to 

Christianity. This is not unlike the 

conclusions we hear from Ms. 

Fredriksen’s ideological colleagues 

today (e.g., Amy Jill Levine, John 

Pawlikowski, Eugene Fisher, Mary 

C. Boys, Rabbi David Rosen, and 

many others). As such, we now 

have a clearer picture why Ms. 

Fredriksen chose the subtitle: “A 

Christian Defense of Jews and Ju¬ 

daism” for she wishes to implant in 

her reader’s mind that Christian 

doctrine, at least if one looks at it 

through the pioneering eyes of her 

new and improved Augustine, de¬ 

fends Judaism as a genuine and vi¬ 

able religion, for it is required to 

do so because Judaism “devolved 

from a unique author: God the Fa¬ 

ther” who is “the same god (sic) 

whom Christians worshiped.” 

What, in fact, Ms. Fredriksen 

has done is turn Augustine’s reluc¬ 

tant concession to the Jews into an 

unconditional commitment to 

them. But if one reads carefully, 

and in context, Augustine’s re¬ 

marks in both the City of God and 

his Commentary on the Psalms they 

show only that he believes God al¬ 

lows unbelieving Jews (which is the 

vast majority of Jews) to exist 

purely for the sake of Christianity, 

not for the sake of “Jews as Jews,” 

nor to extend, legitimize, or en¬ 

courage Judaism in the Christian 

era. As we will see later in other 

quotes, Augustine is clear in his 

writings that Judaism is a dead reli¬ 

gion and that the only way Jews 

can have any spiritual hope is if 

they accept Jesus Christ and the 

Catholic Church. In fact, the itali¬ 

cized portions above make it quite 

clear that the only real value Au¬ 

gustine sees in God allowing the 

rebellious Jews to exist (not includ- 

“Thus God himself, Augustine insisted, 
wanted the Jews to remain Jews/' 
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ing the remnant of Jews coming to 

salvation in Christ) is that they, in 

their religion of Judaism, continue 

to preserve Gods testimony against 

them in the books of the Old Tes¬ 

tament, a preservation God is 

happy to use for his own advantage 

in order to: (a) increase the authen¬ 

ticity of the Christian religion 

which draws from the Old Testa¬ 

ment in its testimony to the na¬ 

tions about the coming of Christ, 

and (b) to prove from the Old Tes¬ 

tament why both the Jews and Ju¬ 

daism were rejected by God in fa¬ 

vor of Christianity. We might say, 

in fact, that Augustine has few 

qualms about portraying God as 

using the Jews (in the pejorative 

sense) to accomplish his judgment 

against the Jews. God allows the 

Jew to continue to exist not be¬ 

cause he favors the Jews at large or 

sees spiritual value in Judaism as a 

God-glorifying religion, but be¬ 

cause the Jew possesses something 

that is indispensable in vindicating 

God against the Jew — the Old 

Testament Scriptures which con¬ 

demn them for their sins. Analo¬ 

gously, we might say that God 

punishes the Jew by making him 

carry the condemnation of Scrip¬ 

ture like a ball and chain to what¬ 

ever land he goes. This is not un¬ 

usual for the God of Scripture. 

There are numerous instances in 

which he uses the sin and rebellion 

of the people to accomplish his 

will, but punishes the same people 

with their own sin while his will is 

being accomplished. 

Unfortunately, we barely get 

glimpses of this darker side of the 

saga from the pen of Ms. 

Fredriksen. Similar to many au¬ 

thors today who defend Judaism as 

a viable and God-glorifying reli¬ 

gion (e.g., David Klinghoffer s Why 

the Jews Rejected Jesus\ Max 

Dimonts Jews, God and History, 

Aaron Milavecs Salvation is Jrom 

the Jews', George Gilder s: The Israel 

Test, and many others), Ms. 

Fredriksen fails to make even one 

mention of the notorious and sin¬ 

ful history of the Jews that can be 

found in flipping just a few pages 

of the Old Testament. In fact, the 

heinous sins of the Jews is the very 

reason that the Psalmist is writing 

Psalm 59. It is why he wishes that 

despite the seeming temporary plea 

to “slay them not” in verses 11 or 

12 (verse 11 in the Flebrew and 

verse 12 in the LXX), he insists im¬ 

mediately in the next verses that 

God should “consume them in 

wrath, consume them till they are 

no more,” which seems somewhat 

contradictory and which may have 

led the New American Bible to 

translate the previous verse as “slay 

them” instead of “slay them not,” 

and actually makes more sense in 

light of verse 13-14 s plea for their 

destruction, ii 

Additionally, the only apparent 

reason the Psalmist asks God to 

“slay them not” is not for the pur¬ 

pose of showing mercy to the Jews 

at large but, as he says “lest my 

people forget.” The phrase “my 

people” intimates that the sole pur¬ 

pose of not slaying the wicked is to 

show a vivid sign to the Psalmists 

people (i.e., the faithful Jews or na¬ 

tions) of how God punishes sinners 

without taking their lives. 

This in itself is an important 

point in the exegesis of Psalm 59 

since Ms. Fredriksen is under the 

impression that the clause in ques¬ 

tion applies only to those who were 

“slain not,” and, more importantly, 

she does not attempt to correct or 

even question Augustine’s ap¬ 

proach to the verse. It would have 

helped if Ms. Fredriksen had exam¬ 

ined the Hebrew of Psalm 59 

(which would have been Jerome’s 

preference) as opposed to merely 

quoting the Septuagint (LXX) that 

Augustine used.iii The LXX says: 

“Slay them not, lest they forget 

your law,”iv whereas the Hebrew 

says: “Do not slay them lest my 

people forget. . .”v The difference 

between the two is the LXX’s use 

of “they” as opposed to the adjecti¬ 

val pronoun “my” used in the He¬ 

brew; as well as the LXX’s addition 

of “forget your law” whereas the 

Hebrew merely has “forget,” yet 

this is not true with every LXX 

translation.vi The Hebrew makes a 

distinction between “them” and 

“my,” thus referring to two differ¬ 

ent sets of people, whereas the 

LXX connects “them” with “they” 

thus referring to the same people 

with the same law. Quite a differ¬ 

ence. 

This problem is further com¬ 

pounded by the fact that Augustine 

didn’t know Hebrew and rarely 

used it, but he didn’t know Greek 

much better, only acquiring a read¬ 

ing knowledge of it very late in his 

career. As such, we must posit that 

Augustine was in no position to 

make a definitive exegesis of Psalm 

59:11-12, especially since Ms. 

Fredriksen is seeking to use it as 

not only the definitive passage that 

shows a change in Augustine’s view 

of the Jews, but the sole passage 

that leads Augustine in that direc¬ 

tion. How Ms. Fredriksen can 

make such claims without address¬ 

ing these exegetical contingencies, 

contingencies that would not only 

affect Augustine’s view of Psalm 

59:11-12 but Ms. Fredriksen’s 
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overall understanding of 

Augustine’s view of the Jews, is 

quite surprising for a scholar of her 

reputation. 

Of course, coming from the lib¬ 

eral school of theology, Ms. 

Fredriksen wouldn’t see the He¬ 

brew as the correct text over 

against the LXX because, as a rule, 

these scholars do not believe the 

Hebrew was divinely inspired, but 

that both the Hebrew and the LXX 

were products only of the human 

author. In the beginning of the 

chapter in her book titled “Slay 

Then Not,” Ms. Fredricksen notes 

that Augustine and Jerome sparred 

about the relevance of the LXX, 

but she fails to state that Jerome’s 

allegiance to the Hebrew was based 

on the fact that he, and the Church 

with him, held it as divinely in¬ 

spired, whereas the same parties 

held the LXX as merely a transla¬ 

tion created by 70 Alexandrian 

Jewish scholars a few centuries be¬ 

fore Christ of the original Hebrew 

texts of scripture. This would not 

be the first time that Augustine al¬ 

legiance to the LXX and his ignor¬ 

ing of the Hebrew would cause 

problems in biblical exegesis. It was 

his idiosyncratic use of the LXX’s 

translation in Sirach 18:1, for ex¬ 

ample, that caused him to con¬ 

clude that the creation account in 

Genesis 1 occurred in one day, in 

opposition to the consensus of Fa¬ 

thers who understood it as six days. 

Additionally, Augustine’s use of the 

LXX in Malachi 4, which has 

“Elijah the Tishbite” instead of 

only “Elijah” found in the Hebrew 

text, led Augustine to think that, 

because the word “Tishbite” was 

specified it meant that the actual 

Elijah must come from heaven to 

earth, causing him to sidestep 

Jesus’ affirmation that the Elijah of 

Malachi 4 was merely John the 

Baptist (cf Mai. 4:5; Matt 11:14). 

The truth is, Augustine was more 

often a better theologian than he 

was an exegete of Scripture. As 

noted, he did not know the origi¬ 

nal languages of Scripture, but 

without them it is very difficult to 

know precisely what a given text is 

saying, especially if there is discrep¬ 

ancy or ambiguity. 

Without these checks and bal¬ 

ances in exegesis, we can see why 

Ms. Fredriksen, working off the 

LXX, has few qualms using 

Augustine’s remarks on Psalm 

59:11-12 to conclude that the Jews 

of whom the Psalmist says “slay 

them not” are the same Jews who 

might “forget their law.” But the 

problem is not so much with 

Augustine’s use of the LXX, for as 

even Ms. Fredriksen admits, Au¬ 

gustine merely says that the Jews, 

“in their hearts they are our enemy; 

in their books, our witness” (p. 

329) , or in citing Augustine’s re¬ 

mark from his book Against the 

Jews 7, 9 she says, per Augustine, 

that “the Jews never realize that 

what they carry is actually a cov¬ 

enant for the Gentiles, to whom 

they unknowingly minister” (p. 

330) . The problem is not so much 

with Augustine but what Ms. 

Fredriksen then parlays from 

Augustine’s treatment of Psalm 

59:11-12, such as, her intimation 

that if the Jews are not supposed to 

forget their law, then we might say 

that God wants the Jews, as Jews, 

to keep following the law not 

merely as “book carriers” for Chris¬ 

tians but because Judaism itself is a 

God-ordained religion right along¬ 

side Christianity. It is difficult to 

relieve Ms. Fredriksen of such a 

bias when she spares no sprinkling 

in her article of such gratuitous re¬ 

marks as: “Augustine gave the He¬ 

brews a privileged place in Chris¬ 

tian society,” or “the Jews, alone of 

all the religious 

minorities. . .should be unimpeded 

in their religious practice,” or 

“their religious practices devolved 

from a unique author: God the Fa¬ 

ther,” and “God himself. . .wanted 

the Jews to remain Jews,” or 

“Augustine’s. . .teaching on the 

Jews’ special status,” or calling the 

Jews “history’s Pole Star, a continu¬ 

ing quotidian revelation of God’s 

will shining in the darkness of 

secular time.” Later we will see that 

Ms. Fredriksen buttresses these far- 

reaching conclusions by claiming 

that Augustine ceases using the 

“Cain analogy” when categorizing 

the Jews and replaces it with the 

idea that Cain applies to both 

Christian and Jews who are, to¬ 

gether under God’s vigilance. 

Ms. Fredriksen has turned Augustine’s 
reluctant concession to the Jews into an 
unconditional commitment to them. 
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Sandro Botticelli’s rendering of St. Augustine 

marked strangers on earth, which, 

she says, Augustine develops in The 

City of God. 

But before we get to that, let s ex¬ 

amine the remainder of Psalm 59. 

The Psalmist prays that God would 

“make them totter” and “bring 

them down” (Hebrew of verse 11). 

He says they are like “howling dogs 

prowling about the city” (Hebrew 

of verse 14). These are certainly 

not flattering pictures of the Jews. 

If anything, the Psalmist wishes to 

portray them as vagabonds who are 

allowed to survive only because 

they will serve as object lessons of 

disgrace and punishment to Gods 

faithful people. St. Paul did much 

the same with 

the Christians 

in the bud¬ 

ding Church 

of the first 

century when 

he cited ex¬ 

amples from 

the Old Tes¬ 

tament of 

God’s wrath 

upon the sin¬ 

ful Jews and 

warned the 

Christians 

that the same 

could happen 

to them if 

they rebelled 

against God 

(cf. 1 Co 

10:1-12; Rm 

15:14; Heb 

3:1-4:16). 

Additionally, 

Ms. Fredrik¬ 

sen must deal 

with the clear 

image of call¬ 

ing for the 

Jews’ “destruction” in verse 13 

(14), both in the LXX and the He¬ 

brew but even stronger in the LXX: 

“And for their cursing and false¬ 

hood shall utter destruction be an¬ 

nounced, they shall fall by the 

wrath of utter destruction, and 

shall not be. , .”vii Ms. Fredriksen 

never explains how this verse jibes 

with her claims that verses 11-12 

teach an indefinite sparing of the 

Jews. 

As far as we can tell from Ms. 

Fredriksen’s article and book, the 

Jews, merely because they are Jews, 

are to have a “special status” and a 

“privileged place in Christian soci¬ 

ety.” Ms. Fredriksen, ignoring the 

context of Psalm 59, tries desper¬ 

ately to squeeze out a flattering pic¬ 

ture of the Jews whereas a face 

value reading of the text, as well as 

Augustine’s additional comments 

on this Psalm and the Jews else¬ 

where, teaches that the only “spe¬ 

cial status” that unbelieving Jews 

have is the ignominious privilege 

of being allowed to exist for the 

sole purpose of possessing some¬ 

thing that is of value to God for 

the advancement of Christianity. 

How could God be expected to do 

less? Judaism is a religion which, at 

its core, rejects the very God of 

Christianity, Jesus Christ. How 

could Judaism have a 'privileged 

place in Christian society” when its 

religion fits the description, as St. 

John says in his epistles, of “every 

spirit that does not confess Jesus is 

from God, and this is the spirit of 

the antichrist” (1 John 4:3)? This is 

the elephant in the room of ecu¬ 

menical “dialogue” that everyone is 

staring at but few want to admit is 

staring back at them with a jaun¬ 

diced eye, including Ms. 

Fredriksen. 

OTHER BOOKS 

In other books of Augustine’s he 

reveals precisely the same motiva¬ 

tion for his understanding of why 

God has allowed the unbelieving 

Jews to exist. From the context of 

his remarks we can easily see that it 

is not Augustine’s purpose to flatter 

the Jews or to give them a divine 

status above other peoples, but to 

remind them of just how evil they 

were in their past history and that 

their existence at large today has 

nothing to do with their claims to 

personal virtue or religious merit. 
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In his reply to Faustus the 

Manichean, Augustine writes: 

In view of the multitudes 

from all nations who have be¬ 

come zealous believers in these 

books, it is laughably absurd 

to tell us that it is impossible 

to persuade a Gentile to learn 

the Christian faith from Jew¬ 

ish books. Indeed, it is a great 

confirmation of our faith that 

such important testimony is 

borne by enemies. The believ¬ 

ing Gentiles cannot suppose 

these testimonies to Christ to 

be recent forgeries; for they 

find them in books held sa¬ 

cred for so many ages by those 

who crucified Christ, and still 

regarded with the highest ven¬ 

eration by those who every day 

blaspheme Christ. If the proph¬ 

ecies of Christ were the pro¬ 

duction of the preachers of 

Christ, we might suspect their 

genuineness. But now the 

preacher expounds the text of 

the blasphemer. In this way 

were to preach Christ to the 

world should be thought to 

have forged the prophecies 

which speak of Christ as to be 

born, to work miracles, to suf¬ 

fer unjustly, to die, to rise 

again, to ascend to heaven, to 

publish the gospel of eternal 

life among all nations, the un¬ 

belief of the Jews has been made 

of signal benefit to us\ so that 

those who do not receive in 

their heart for their own good 

these truths, carry, in their 

hands for our benefit the writ¬ 

ings in which these truths are 

contained. And the unbelief of 

the Jews increases rather than 

lessens the authority of the 

books, for this blindness is itself 

foretold. They testify to the 

truth by their not understand¬ 

ing it. By not understanding 

the books which predict that 

they would not understand, they 

prove these books to be true {Re¬ 

ply to Faustus, Book 16, No. 

21, emphasis added). 

Augustine teaches that the only 
“special status” that unbelieving 
Jews have is the ignominious privilege 
of being allowed to exist for the 
advancement of Christianity. 

the Most High God orders the 

blindness of the ungodly for the 

profit of the saint, in His righ¬ 

teous government bringing 

good out of evil that those who 

by their own choice live wick¬ 

edly may be, in His just judg¬ 

ment, made the instruments of 

His will. So, lest those that 

Earlier in the same book he says: 

For among all their anointed 

ones the Jews looked for one 

who was to save them. But in 

the mysterious justice of God 

they were blinded; and think¬ 

ing only of the power of the 

Messiah, they did not under¬ 

stand His weakness, in which 

He died for us. In the book of 

Wisdom it is prophesied of 

the Jews: “Let us condemn 

him to an ignominious death; 

for he will be proved in his 

words. If he is truly the Son of 

God, He will aid him; and de¬ 

liver him from the hand of his 

enemies. Thus they thought, 

and erred; for their wicked¬ 

ness blinded them.” These 

words apply also to those 

who, in spite of all these evi¬ 

dences, in spite of such a series 

of prophecies, and of their ful¬ 

fillment, still deny that Christ 

is foretold in the Scriptures. 

As often as they repeat this de¬ 

nial, we can produce fresh 

proofs, with the help of Him 

who has made such provision 

against human perversity, that 

proofs already given need not 

be repeated. {Reply to Faustus, 

Book 12, No. 43, emphasis 

added). 

One of the main reasons August¬ 

ine raises these arguments is that 

Faustus, like Marcion, believed 

that the Old Testament should be 

rejected. Augustine writes of 

Faustus as follows: 

Faustus said: “Why do we not 

receive the Old Testament? 

Because when a vessel is full, 

what is poured on it is not re¬ 

ceived, but allowed to run 

over; and a full stomach re¬ 

jects what it cannot hold. So 

the Jews, satisfied with the 

Old Testament, reject the 

New; and we who have re¬ 

ceived the New Testament 

from Christ, reject the Old. 

You receive both because you 

are only half filled with each, 

and the one is not completed, 

but corrupted by the other” 

{Reply to Faustus, Book 15, 

No. 1). 
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Augustine also defends the use of 

the Old Testament via the Jews in 

his Treatise Against the Pelagians: 

Of that same kind were they 

who crucified the Lord, and 

continued in the same unbe¬ 

lief Thence there are still their 

children in the great multi¬ 

tude of the Jews, although 

now the New Testament as it 

was prophesied is made plain 

and confirmed by the blood of 

Christ; and the gospel is made 

known from the river where 

He was baptized and began 

His teachings, even to the 

ends of the earth. And these 

Jews, according to the prophecies 

which they read, are dispersed 

everywhere over all the earth, 

that even Jrom their writings 

may not he wanting a testimony 

to Christian truth. (Treatise 

Against the Two Letters of the 

Pelagians, Book 3, Ch. 9, em¬ 

phasis added). 

He argues the same way in his 

Sermons: 

Mark now the time of the 

New Testament, consider well 

the nation of the Jews, thou 

wilt find it as a dry fleece; 

whereas the whole world, like 

that floor, is full of grace, not 

hidden, but manifested. 

Wherefore we are forced ex¬ 

ceedingly to bewail our breth¬ 

ren, who strive not against 

hidden, but against open and 

manifested grace. There is al¬ 

lowance for the Jews. {Sermon 

81,9). 

Commenting on various other 

Psalms, Augustine makes the same 

argument: we bring forth the books 

of the Jews, The Jews forsooth are 

our enemies, from an enemys books 

convince we the adversary. . . .If any 

enemy clamor and say, “Ye for 

yourselves have forged prophecies” 

be the books of the Jews brought 

forth, because the elder shall serve 

the younger. Therein let them read 

those predictions, which now we 

see fulfilled; and let us all say, 

“Blessed be the Lord God of Israel, 

from everlasting to everlasting, and 

all the people shall say. So be it. So 

be it.” {Homilies on the Psalms 41, 

13, emphasis added). 

In another place, Augustine ar¬ 

gues that the continued existence 

of the Jews is similar to the reason 

that St. Paul gives for God allowing 

the existence of heretics and her¬ 

esies in the Church — to prove 

who is faithful in the Christian 

Church, not for the sake of the 

heretics: “although they differ 

among themselves, whether as Jews 

and heretics, or as heretics of one 

kind or other, are still all useful to 

the Church, as being all alike ser¬ 

vants, either in bearing witness to or 

in proving some truth'' {Reply to 

Faustus, Book 12, No. 24, empha¬ 

sis added). 

Similarly, in another place Au¬ 

gustine compares the Jews to Cain, 

the man who murdered his brother 

Abel but was spared with a mark to 

inhibit others from killing him: 

But what does God reply? 

“Not so,” He says; “but who¬ 

soever shall kill Cain, ven¬ 

geance shall be taken on him 

sevenfold.” That is, it is not as 

thou say; not by bodily death 

shall the ungodly race of car¬ 

nal Jews perish. For whoever 

destroys them in this way shall 

suffer sevenfold vengeance, 

that is, shall bring upon him¬ 

self the sevenfold penalty un¬ 

der which the Jews lie for the 

crucifixion of Christ. So to the 

end of the seven days of time, 

the continued preservation of 

the Jews will be a proof to be¬ 

lieving Christians of the subjec¬ 

tion merited by those who, in 

the pride of their kingdom, put 

the Lord to death. (Reply to 

Faustus, Book 12, No. 12, em¬ 

phasis added). 

Interestingly enough, Ms. 

Fredriksen argues late in her book 

that Cain, “Augustine’s premier 

biblical figure for the Jews, is sud¬ 

denly strangely absent. What hap¬ 

pened to Cain? Where did he go?” 

(p. 331); “Cain drops out when 

Augustine quotes Psalm 59:12 only 

in his two later, undated sermons” 

(p. 347). For Ms. Fredriksen the 

reason is: “. . .by the time that he 

found Psalm 59, he did not need 

it. . . .Only within the specific con¬ 

text of the latter half of the City of 

God did Augustine finally relin¬ 

quish Cain as a type of the Jews” 

(p. 349). Did he? Ms. Fredriksen 

offers us no direct statement from 

Augustine saying that he dropped 

Cain, nor a statement saying that 

he adopted Psalm 59 in lieu of 

Cain. How could he, since in both 

Psalm 59 and the Cain narrative 

the transgressor is spared immedi¬ 

ate death despite his wickedness? 

The only logic Ms. Fredriksen of¬ 

fers for her assertion is: “I think 

that this is so because Augustine 

delivered them [the two sermons] 

only after he had conceived and 

become committed to his vision in 

City of GocF (p. 347). How Ms. 

Fredriksen can arrive at such a firm 

conclusion when she doesn’t even 

know the date of these two ser¬ 

mons is surprising, especially when 

she later admits that although 

“Cain makes no appearance. . .all 

of Augustine’s earlier ideas that he 

had developed against Faustus are 
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there: the missing kingdom, the 

visible practices, the permanent 

blindness, the unwitting servi¬ 

tude. . (p. 347). To say the least, 

she gives us a very confusing and 

meandering understanding of just 

what Augustine believed regarding 

the Jews. 

Perhaps the reason Ms. 

Fredriksen feels justified in putting 

Psalm 59 on a higher level of di¬ 

vine commitment to the Jews than 

what the Cain analogy has to offer 

is that she has ignored the context 

of Psalm 59 (which, as we have 

seen above, eventually calls for the 

destruction of those who were pre¬ 

viously spared). Instead she focuses 

on one statement “Slay them not” 

as the fulcrum upon which every¬ 

thing else must rest; and she does 

so without even the slightest inves¬ 

tigation into the textual discrepan¬ 

cies that are rampant in these 

verses. I would have hoped that 

this kind of one-verse proof-texting 

would be confined to biblical fa¬ 

natics, not hopefully, among the 

professional ranks with whom Ms. 

Fredriksen normally associates. 

THE PROBLEM 

As noted previously, the problem 

is not so much with what August¬ 

ine does with Psalm 59 (however 

limited he was in his allegiance to 

the LXX) but what Ms. Fredriksen 

concludes from Augustine. Later 

she attempts to combine 

Augustine’s remarks on Psalm 59 

with Augustine’s recognition of the 

value of the flesh over against 

Faustus’ rejection of the same and 

concludes that these two concepts 

“provided him with a way to regard 

contemporary Jewish observance as 

God-given, as God-protected, and 

as good for the Church. By want¬ 

ing to value ‘flesh’ positively, Au¬ 

gustine came to value ‘Jew’ and ‘Ju¬ 

daism’ positively” (p. 339). The 

problem with these kinds of state¬ 

ments is that they seek to exploit 

the positive side of the double¬ 

entendre in phrases such as “God- 

given” and “God-protected” at the 

expense of the negative. Even 

Satan’s existence is “God-given” 

and “God-protected” and even 

“good for the Church,” since God 

uses Satan to accomplish his will, 

but in the larger scheme of things, 

Satan is the worst evil ever known 

to mankind. We are at a loss to see 

these crucial distinctions from Ms. 

Fredriksen. 

Regardless of those implications, 

Augustine’s supposed elimination 

of the Cain analogy in his two “un¬ 

dated sermons” is only the first ‘ar¬ 

gument from silence’ that Ms. 

Fredriksen commandeers in at¬ 

tempting to prove her point about 

the Jews’ ongoing divinely-ap¬ 

pointed status and privilege, await¬ 

ing a second argument later in her 

article and book in which 

Augustine’s silence will again be 

used to garner favor toward the 

Jews. As Ms. Fredriksen sees it: 

“Restated in biblical idiom, this 

idea defines the difference between 

Israel and the nations. . .And here, 

as he argued against Faustus, 

Christians and Jews formed one 

community over against pagans 

and heretics, because (true) Chris¬ 

tians, like Jews, worshiped the One 

God” (p. 351). This is hardly the 

case for Augustine. Never once 

does he speak of Jews having a 

place alongside Christianity, much 

less does he ever commit himself to 

saying that they “worship the One 

God.” Fiow could he? Augustine 

knows that the Judaism of his day 

rejected Jesus Christ outright, God 

in the flesh. Certainly the Jews of 

the Old Testament, such as 

Abraham and Moses, worshiped 

the “One God,” but not the Jews 

in Augustine’s day who rejected 

Jesus Christ. Jesus was clear in his 

teaching to the Jews that if the Jews 

rejected Jesus they also rejected the 

Father, the very Father they previ¬ 

ously thought of as “the One God” 

(Jn 8:1-59). But nowhere in her ar¬ 

ticle or book does Ms. Fredriksen 

make these crucial distinctions. In¬ 

stead, she makes Augustine a friend 

of Christ-rejecting Jews, and even 

against the consensus of his own 

Catholic Church. 

Looking at Augustine’s other 

comments, in his Treatise on the 

Priesthood, Augustine argues from a 

slightly different perspective, but a 

perspective that is highly valuable 

for us today since he seeks to give 

balance to the “Old Covenant is 

not revoked” controversy of which 

so many are confused today when 

he writes that : ''Jews so revere the 

Law, that although the time has 

come which annuls it, they still con¬ 

tend for the observance of all its con¬ 

tents, contrary to the purpose of God'' 

(Treatise on the Priesthood, Book 1, 

4, emphasis added). 

All in all, Augustine’s description 

of the Jews is not the least bit flat¬ 

tering. Except for the remnant that 

Augustine anticipates will convert 

to the Christian faith, the unbe¬ 

lieving Jews’ existence is tolerated 

even as wicked Gentiles or demons 

are tolerated until the end of time. 

It is certainly not anything close to 

the positive image that Ms. 

Fredriksen seeks to portray, in ad¬ 

dition to her attempt in recent ar- 
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tides and books to daim that the 

Jews had little if anything to do 

with the death of Christ, pladng 

the blame and guilt solely on the 

Romans. To that condusion, Au¬ 

gustine says the following, even in 

the City of God which she believes 

offers Augustine’s alternative view 

of the Jews: 

The Jews were possessed by 

devils, and devoured; for in 

the place of Calvary, crucify¬ 

ing Christ, and lifting on the 

Cross, they said as it were with 

childish sense, not under¬ 

standing what they said, “Go 

up, thou bald head.” For 

what is, “Go up”? “Crucify 

Him, Crucify Him” {Homilies 

on the Psalms 45, 1). 

Such was the founder of the 

earthly city. He was also a fig¬ 

ure of the Jews who slew 

Christ the Shepherd of the 

flock of men, prefigured by 

Abel the shepherd of sheep 

{City of God, Book 15, Ch. 7). 

Because the Jews did triumph, 

when they saw Christ cruci¬ 

fied; they thought that they 

had fulfilled their will to do 

Him hurt: the fruits of their 

cruelty they saw in effect, 

Christ hanging on the Cross 

{Homilies on the Psalms, 41, 

12). 

. . .was the case when the Lord 

was crucified through the cru¬ 

elty and impiety of the Jews 

{City of God, Book 3, Ch. 15). 

For we both honor the passion 

of Christ as accomplished for 

us, and we hate the crime of 

the Jews who crucified Him 

{City of God, Book 16, Ch 2). 

What the disciples who loved 

Him saw, saw also the Jews 

who crucified Him {Tractate 

on John, 14, 3, 12). 

There we find that on the 

fourth day of the week the 

Jews took counsel to put the 

Lord to death {Letters, 36, 13, 

30). 

Also, in another place: 

“Therefore the Jews sought 

the more to kill Him, because 

He had not only broken the 

Sabbath, but said also that 

God was His Father, making 

Himself equal with God” 

{Letters, 74, 4, 14). 

What is this but that He puts 

Himself for the Jews, of whose 

nation He was, who were 

troubled with great anger and 

crucified Christ, when He, 

mindful of mercy, said, “Fa¬ 

ther, forgive them, for they 

know not what they do? {City 

of God, Book 18, Ch. 32). 

But as we say to the Jews, You 

killed Christ, although it was 

their parents who did so, so 

these persons shall grieve that 

they in some sort did what 

their progenitors did {City of 

God, Book 20, Ch. 30). 

As for Judaism, or even the 

Judaized version of Christianity 

that some Jews were promoting 

(the favorite target of John 

Chrysostom in his book Against 

the Jews, from which many Jews 

and liberal Catholics today accuse 

him of “anti-semitism”), Augustine 

has this to say: 

“For ‘salvation is of the Jews’ 

[John 4:22] is nothing else 

than that Christ is of the Jews” 

{On Psalm 45, 10). 

As regards the worship of the 

Almighty God, you might call 

us a schism of the Jews, for all 

Jews are bold enough to pro¬ 

fess this worship, were it not 

for the difference in the form 

of our worship, though it may 

be questioned whether the 

Jews really worship the Al¬ 

mighty {Reply to Faustus, Book 

20, No 4). 

For there is surely no propor¬ 

tion between the culpability 

of him who exhibits the vari¬ 

ous opinions held by the fa¬ 

thers in a commentary on 

Scripture, and the guilt of him 

who reintroduces within the 

Church a most pestilential 

heresy. If, however, there is for 

us no alternative but to receive 

the Jews into the Church, 

along with the usages pre¬ 

scribed by their law; if, in 

short, it shall be declared law¬ 

ful for them to continue in 

the Churches of Christ what 

they have been accustomed to 

practice in the synagogues of 

Satan, I will tell you my opin¬ 

ion of the matter: they will 

not become Christians, but 

they will make us Jews {Letters 

74, Ch. 4, No 13). 

So the unbelieving people of 

the Jews is cursed from the 

earth, that is, from the 

Church, which in the confes¬ 

sion of sins has opened its 

mouth to receive the blood 

shed for the remission of sins 

by the hand of the people that 

would not be under grace, but 

under the law. And this mur¬ 

derer is cursed by the Church; 

that is, the Church admits and 
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avows the curse pronounced 

by the apostle: “Whoever are 

of the works of the law are un¬ 

der the curse of the law” (Re¬ 

ply to Faustus, Book 12, No. 

11). 

JEWISH RITUAL 

As for Jewish ritual, Augustine 

had the same balanced view as St. 

Paul. On the one hand, if some 

new Jewish Christians wanted to 

engage in some harmless Jewish 

ritual, Augustine conceded to it 

out of tolerance. On the other 

hand, he was adamant that no 

Christian could ever be required to 

take part in these rituals. This is in 

contrast to Ms. Fredriksens re¬ 

peated assertions in her book that 

Paul, Peter, James and the other 

apostles “continued to live as ob¬ 

servant Jews” (p. 291) or that these 

apostles were just like “Jesus [who] 

had lived his life as a pious and 

Law-observant Jew” (p. 301), when 

there is no such evidence in the 

New Testament, except for one or 

two instances, one of which Paul 

circumcises Timothy, but this cir¬ 

cumcision is not because there is 

any evidence that Paul is an “obser¬ 

vant Jew” but only for the purpose 

of placating the Jews he intends to 

evangelize who would feel more 

comfortable speaking to Paul if his 

companion Timothy were circum¬ 

cised. Only in this limited way 

only does the New Testament offer 

any instances in which Paul “be¬ 

came a Jew to the Jews” (cf. ICor 

9:20; Gal 2:10-16; 5:1-4). Further¬ 

more, Jesus was on the Old Testa¬ 

ment side of the cross when Jewish 

ritual was demanded of Jews, but 

Paul and Peter were in a time when 

the Old Covenant was revoked and 

the ritual became obsolete and 

meaningless (cf. Heb 7:18; 8:1-13; 

10:9; Col 2:15-16; Eph 2:15). Ms. 

Fredriksen provides none of these 

crucial distinctions. As for August¬ 

ine, he writes: 

This party, therefore, endeav¬ 

oring to raise odium and per¬ 

secution against him, charged 

him with being an enemy of 

the law and of the divine insti¬ 

tutions; and there was no 

more fitting way in which he 

could turn aside the odium 

caused by this false accusation, 

than by himself celebrating 

those rites which he was sup¬ 

posed to condemn as profane, 

and thus showing that, on the 

one hand, the Jews were not 

to be debarred from them as if 

they were unlawful, and on 

the other hand, that the Gen¬ 

tiles were not to be compelled 

to observe them as if they 

were necessary (Letter 81, 2, 

9). 

And I now, as speaking in the 

sight of God, beseech you by 

the law of charity to believe 

me when I say with my whole 

heart, that it never was my 

opinion that in our time, Jews 

who become Christians were 

either required or at liberty to 

observe in any manner, or 

from any motive whatever, the 

ceremonies of the ancient dis¬ 

pensation (Letters 81,2, 17). 

Lastly, Ms. Fredriksen tries to 

make a case that Augustine be¬ 

lieved the Jews were in a different 

theological category than heretics 

or schismatics, and it is this thesis 

that serves as the backbone of her 

view that Augustine was partial to 

the Jews. But Ms. Fredriksen real¬ 

izes this thesis is difficult to prove 

and thus she must avoid “what Au¬ 

gustine says about theological and 

rhetorical Jews” for it “cannot be 

read as direct evidence to help us 

settle this question,” rather, she 

must, by her own admission, resort 

to “something that he does not 

say.” As we noted with Augustine’s 

supposed dropping of the Cain 

analogy, Ms. Fredriksen must rely 

on an argument from silence, but 

to her it is at least a big silence. 

As she sees it, there were three 

distinct and important episodes 

Augustine experienced, which 

when compared and contrasted 

with each other, lean him toward 

viewing the Jews differently than 

heretics and schismatics. The tex¬ 

tual evidence militates against this 

interpretation. In Augustine’s writ¬ 

ings we find a lack of distinction 

between pagans, heretics and Jews 

by the frequent times he lumped 

them all together, as in this passage 

from his Sermons: 

Now ye may know. Dearly Be¬ 

loved, that these unite their 

murmurings with Heretics 

and with Jews. Heretics, Jews, 

and Heathens have made a 

unity against Unity. Because it 

has happened, that in some 

places the Jews have received 

chastisement because of their 

wickednesses; they charge and 

suspect us, or pretend, that we 

are always seeking the like 

treatment for them. Again, be¬ 

cause it has happened that the 

heretics in some places have 

suffered the penalty of the laws 

for the impiety and fury of 

their deeds of violence; they 

say immediately that we are 

seeking by every means some 

harm for their destruction. 
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(Sermons, 12, 18, emphasis 

added). 

It is plain then that the Holy 

Ghost is blasphemed both by 

Pagans, and by Jews, and by 

heretics. Are they then to be 

left, and accounted without 

all hope, since the sentence is 

fixed,” Whosoever speaketh a 

word against the Holy Ghost 

it shall not be forgiven him, 

neither in this world, neither 

in the world to come”? and are 

they only to be deemed free 

from the guilt of this most 

grievous sin who are Catholics 

from infancy? For all those 

who have believed the word of 

God, that they might become 

Catholics, came surely into 

the grace and peace of Christ, 

either from among the Pagans, 

or Jews, or heretics: and if there 

be no pardon for them for the 

word which they have spoken 

against the Holy Ghost, in 

vain do we promise and 

preach to men, to turn to 

God, and receive peace and 

remission of sins, whether in 

Baptism or in the Church. For 

it is not said, “It shall not be 

forgiven him except in bap¬ 

tism;” but, “it shall not be for¬ 

given, neither in this world, 

neither in the world to come” 

{Sermon 21, 6, emphasis 

added). 

Fde says much the same in his 

book On Patience, only here he 

separates converted Jews from car¬ 

nal Jews: 

So then, as we are not to deny 

that this is the gift of God, we are 

thus to understand that there be 

some gifts of God possessed by the 

sons of that Jerusalem which is 

above, and free, and mother of us 

all, (for these are in some sort the 

hereditary possessions in which we 

are “heirs of God and joint-heirs 

with Christ:”) but some other 

which may be received even by the 

sons of concubines to whom carnal 

Jews and schismatics or heretics are 

compared. (On Patience, 25, em¬ 

phasis added) 

JEWS, PAGANS, HERETICS 

In his book. On the Trinity, Au¬ 

gustine is even more direct: 

. . .works of mercy are of no 

profit, either to Pagans, or to 

Jews who do not believe in 

Christ, or to any heretics or 

schismatics whatsoever in 

whom faith and charity and 

sober holiness are not found. 

(On the Trinity, 12, 7, 11, 

emphasis added) 

Finally, Augustine made the 

same lumping together of Jews, pa¬ 

gans and heretics in his commen¬ 

tary on Psalm 110: 

And what wonder if He shall 

then rule, when the righteous 

reign with Him forever, and 

the ungodly burn with eternal 

punishments? What wonder, 

if He shall then? Now “in the 

midst of Thine enemies,” now 

in this transition of ages, in 

this propagation and succes¬ 

sion of human mortality, now 

while the torrent of time is 

gliding by, unto this is the rod 

of Thy power sent out of Sion, 

“that Thou mayest be Ruler in 

the midst of Thine enemies.” 

Rule Thou, rule among pa¬ 

gans, Jews, heretics, false breth¬ 

ren. Rule Thou, rule, O Son 

of David, Lord of David, rule 

in the midst of pagans, Jews, 

heretics, false brethren. “Be 

Thou Ruler in the midst of 

Thine enemies.” We under¬ 

stand not this verse aright, if 

we do not see that it is already 

going on {Homilies on the 

Psalms, 110, 6, emphasis 

added). 

In the end, Ms. Fredriksens the¬ 

sis fails on all counts. We can safely 

conclude that on the question of 

the Jews, Augustine was not “alone 

among his peers” nor did he “give 

the Fdebrews a privileged place in 

Christian society.” Fie did not see 

synagogues as taken from “pages of 

the Bible” nor did he view the Jews 

as “history’s Pole Star. . .shining in 

the darkness.” Rather, as is clear 

from the variety of his books we 

have shown above, Augustine 

viewed the Jews as darkness that 

needed to come to the light due to 

their many sins and heresies. Au¬ 

gustine was very clear that the Jews’ 

present existence was tolerated by 

God for the purpose of authenti¬ 

cating the Christian religion and 

serving as a sign of his continuing 

judgment against the Jews. Jews, 

like all unbelieving men in the 

world, are given a certain amount 

of time to repent of these sins and 

accept God’s graces through Jesus 

Christ. 

ROBERT SUNGENIS 
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46 / CULTURE WARS 



SERIOUS, CONT’D FROM P. 23 

the divorce, but, as he puts it, “my 

wife went with my son to consult 

some orthodox Jews, whose advice 

she thought she could trust and 

they recommended her to press at 

once for a divorce, and on no ac¬ 

count to let my son remain with 
>5 

me. 

So much for rabbis supporting 

“the sanctity of the family.” When 

Maimon refused to go through 

with the divorce, “the presiding 

judge became furious, began to 

call me names, pronounced me a 

damnable heretic, and cursed me 

in the name of the Lord” (p. 142). 

Before this travesty continues 

any further, the pope should sit 

down with his advisers and analyze 

the possible outcomes of any fu¬ 

ture visits to synagogues and, 

along with that, the future of 

Catholic Jewish dialogue in gen¬ 

eral. As Woody Hayes used to say, 

three things can happen when you 

pass the ball, and two of them are 

bad. The odds involving the suc¬ 

cessful outcome of Catholic-Jewish 

dialogue are about the same. The 

pope has indicated his concern for 

the Jewish people. If that is the 

case, why does he insist on speak¬ 

ing exclusively to rabbis? In what 

sense do they represent the inter¬ 

ests of the Jewish people? If the tes¬ 

timony of Solomon Maimun, 

Nathanael Kapner, and the Coen 

brothers means anything, the rab¬ 

bis are the oppressors of the Jewish 

people, not representatives of their 

interests. By entering into dialogue 

with the rabbis, the pope is turning 

his back on Jews like Brother 

Nathanael Kaplan. If he doubts my 

word on this, the pope would do 

well to consult no less an authority 

than Abe Foxman, head of the 

ADL, who informed the American 

bishops, after their repudiation of 

the Keeler Statement, that dialogue 

and conversion were mutually ex¬ 

clusive alternatives. 

Its difficult to disagree with 

Foxman. But if that’s the case, 

which path is the pope going to 

choose? If he continues down the 

path of dialogue, he will willy nilly 

deny the Gospel by refusing to 

preach it to Jews like Larry Gopnik 

because giving up the conversion 

option is the conditio sine qua non 

of dialogue. If the pope chooses 

both dialogue with the rabbis and 

proselytism with the less important 

Jews, he runs the risk of being seen 

as a hypocrite. The church cannot 

deny the Gospel, and she cannot 

tolerate double standards. The only 

viable option for the pope is the 

option exercised by the first pope, 

St. Peter, who told the Jews in 

Jerusalem, “Jesus the Nazarene was 

a man commended to you by 

God. . . . You killed him, but God 

raised him to life.” “Cut to the 

heart” by what Peter said, the Jews 

asked Peter and the Apostles, “what 

must we do, brothers?” To which, 

Peter replied, “You must repent, 

and every one of you must be bap¬ 

tized.” 

Catholic/Jewish dialogue has be¬ 

come an empty ritual disconnected 

from both the reality which the 

Jewish people are forced to live un¬ 

der their despotic rabbis and the 

reality of the Catholic faith. It has 

become an idol, the worship of 

which is forbidden by the first 

commandment. Dialogue is an¬ 

other religion, one that under¬ 

mines the clear testimony of the 

Gospel and delivers the great ma¬ 

jority of the Jewish people into the 

hands of their oppressors. Adding 

insult to injury, the pope went on 

to claim that one of the fruits of 

Catholic-Jewish dialogue was “a re¬ 

newed respect for the Jewish inter¬ 

pretation of the Old Testament.” A 

Serious Man is a work of fiction, 

but fiction in order to be compel¬ 

ling has to tell the truth. And the 

truth it told about the rabbis is that 

the Jewish interpretation of the 

Old Testament is conspicuous by 

its absence when it comes to coun¬ 

seling the Larry Gopniks of this 

world. Larry could have profited 

by reading the book of Job, but 

none of the rabbis felt it was rel¬ 

evant to his situation. If they had, 

they would have mentioned it. 

In this regard, the Second 

Vatican Council’s decree on the 

means of social communication. 

Inter Mirifica^ might provide a 

helpful complement to Nostra 

Aetate, the Vatican II document on 

the Jews. The pope should take to 

heart the Council’s praise of “new 

avenues of easy communication of 

all kinds of news, of ideas, and ori¬ 

entations.” Inter Mirifica goes on 

to claim that the cinema, “if . . . 

properly used. . . can be of consid¬ 

erable benefit to mankind.” 

So, if next year this time, the 

pope feels tempted to submit him¬ 

self and the Church he represents 

to more abuse from the rabbis by 

visiting another synagogue, he 

should think twice. Rather than in¬ 

flict more damage on the Larry 

Gopniks of the world, he should 

give Walter Cardinal Kasper a call, 

and the two of them should watch 

A Serious Man instead. 
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Bullets 
* The surprise isn’t so much that 

the Republican National Committee 

paid for donors’ visits to a lesbian 

bondage club; rather, the surprise is 

that the media or Democrats object. 

* Does the NY Times want the 

Church to exhume and then defrock 

Fr. Lawrence Murphy, the Milwaukee 

priest who sexually abused deaf chil¬ 

dren decades ago and who died in the 

1990s? Maybe his bones should be 

crushed and scattered? 

* “I’ve been wondering,” writes the 

NY Times Maureen Dowd, “given 

the vitriolic reaction of the New York 

archbishop to my column defending 

nuns and the dismissive reaction of 

the Vatican to my column denounc¬ 

ing the church’s response to the pedo¬ 

philia scandal, if they are able to take 

a woman’s voice seriously.” Maureen, 

the Church reveres Catherine of 

Siena, Teresa of Avila, and Therese of 

Lisieux as Doctors of the Church; it’s 

you she doesn’t take seriously. 

* The Countercultural Catholic. 

Actor Neal McDonough was replaced 

three days into filming ABC’s Scoun¬ 

drels because he refused to do sex 

scenes. A family man and a Catholic, 

he’d made it clear that he won’t do 

them, which ABC knew. 

* A Serious Woman’s Voice. 

When two dozen women bared 

their breasts and walked through 

Portland, Maine, to show the 

double standard by which women 

but not men are afraid to go topless, 

hundreds of gawkers showed up, of¬ 

ten with cameras. “I’m really upset 

by the men,” said organizer Ty 

MacDowell, “watching it like it’s a 

parade.” Perhaps she thought only 

lesbians would gawk. 

* Double Speak. Asked if he was 

willing to nominate a Supreme Court 

Justice who didn’t support abortion 

rights. President Obama said he 

didn’t have a “litmus test” but any 

nominee must respect “women’s 

rights” and “their privacy and their 

bodily integrity.” 

* Unplanned Barrenhood? “Doc¬ 

tors in southern China are working 

around the clock to fulfil a govern¬ 

ment goal to sterilise — by force if 

necessary — almost 10,000 men and 

women who have violated birth con¬ 

trol policies,” reports London’s Times. 

“Family planning authorities are so 

determined to stop couples from pro¬ 

ducing more children than the regula¬ 

tions allow that they are detaining the 

relatives of those who resist.” 

* Democracy in Action. State Rep. 

Babette Josephs of Philly accused her 

primary opponent of pandering to 

LGBT voters by pretending to be bi¬ 

sexual. “I outed him as a straight per¬ 

son,” Josephs said. 

* The Hidden Cost of War. Army 

Times reports that 18 veterans com¬ 

mit suicide' each day. Attempts by 

Iraq and Afghanistan vets are “a key 

area of concern.” In fiscal 2009, vets 

who served there attempted suicide 

1,868 times; 98 succeeded. 

* During hearings on Goldman 

Sachs’ role in the demise of the hous¬ 

ing market. Senators repeatedly ex¬ 

pressed shock that avarice exists on 

Wall Street. Duh. 

* Tolerance in Action. British bu¬ 

reaucrats organizing the Pope’s visit to 
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England mockingly suggested he 

launch a brand of condoms and open 

an abortion clinic. 

* The American Board of Anesthe¬ 

siologists will revoke the certification 

of a member who participates in an 

execution by lethal injection, because 

“we are healers, not executioners,” 

said board secretary Mark RockofF. 

And if they participate in an abor¬ 

tion? 

* “I would not presume to instruct 

you,” wrote gay Episcopal bishop 

Vickie Gene Robinson in a Washing¬ 

ton Post open letter to the pope. “That 

would be arrogant.” He then arro¬ 

gantly instructs the pope, “it is mis¬ 

guided and wrong for gay men to be 

scapegoated in this scandal.” Don’t 

lay “blame,” he says, “at the feet of 

gay priests,” because “psychologically 

healthy homosexual men” aren’t 

“drawn to little boys.” “Objectively 

disordered psychologically healthy 

men” is a contradiction, isn’t it, 

bishop? 

* During a pre-draft interview, the 

NEL Miami Dolphins GM Jeff Ire¬ 

land asked receiver Dez Bryant if his 

mother was a prostitute. Given media 

coverage of lifestyles of some NFL 

players, perhaps the team was looking 

for women to invite to parties? 

* The Catholic League’s Bill 

Donohue questions whether the Pope 

should visit England, citing “ominous 

signs:” “over 100,000 Brits have 

signed certificates of de-baptism’”; 

“hate-ridden atheists” are “paying 

anti-Catholic lawyers” to research “ar¬ 

resting the pope for crimes against 

humanity;”’ “Catholic bashing by the 

British media is flourishing;” and, 

“freedom of speech and freedom of 

religion are in a very tenuous state for 

Christians.” If the early Church had 

adopted Donohue’s approach, there’d 

have been no Age of Martyrs. St. 

Ignatius of Antioch, pray for us. 

* Visit Culture Wars online to order 

books, DVDs, and CDs. 
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The CDs from the 
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are now Available for $15 each or $75 for a set of six. 

Heretics, Jews, and Heathens have 

made a unity against Unity. 

-St. Augustine, Sermons, 12, 18 

E. Michael Jones on the 
Manhattan Declaration and 
Dialogue as a form of Political 
Control 

David Wemhoff on “The Pro-life 
Movement and the New 
Americanism” 

John Sharpe on Reconstructing 
the Catholic State: Principles 
and Possibilities 

Robert Sungenis on The Place of 
Jews in Catholic Theology. 

Robert Hickson on “The Catholic 
Soldier on Mission Impossible: 
Defense-in-Depth in These Years of 
Disrupted Traditions and Despotic 
Military Drift” 

Plus: Panel discussion on the Catholic Soldier: 
Mission Accomplished? Mission Creep? 
Mission Impossible. 

Featuring John Sharpe, David Wemhoff, and 
Robert Hickson 

Dear Dr. Jones, I have enclosed_for the following CDs: 

N ame:__ 

Address:__ 

City:^_State:_ZIP:_ 

Mail your order to: 
_Fidelity Press • 206 Marquette Ave. • South Bend, IN 46617 
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Book and DVD 

Dfffk^arkiftg: 

Ballet Parking: Performing 
the Nutcracker as Counter- 
Revolutionary Act. 

By E. Michael Jones 

The Nutcracker began as a German fairy tale. It 

then became a Russian ballet, and now, in its latest 

incarnation, it has become an American ritual. Every 

year mothers from the suburbs surrounding South 

Bend, Indiana set out in their vans and SUVs to slay 

the rat king in a military campaign against the rats and 

everything they symbolize. Every year they volunteer 

their little boys and girls as soldiers in the culture wars 

so that they can defeat the rats of appetite and disorder 

and chaos by wielding the weapons of truth, beauty, and 

grace. The Nutcracker is the 2E' century version of the 

Children’s Crusade. 

The Ballet Parking DVD supplements this analysis with 

footage of Nutcracker rehearsals and performances at 

Southhold Dance Theater, as well as interviews, with the 

artistic directors and the people behind the scenes that 

make these yearly performances possible. The DVD also 

makes use of Soviet archival footage, which includes extraordinary shots of Lenin and train sequences 

that look like something out of Dr. Zhivago, as well as footage of riots during the American cultural 

revolution of the ’60s. It even contains footage of Napoleon invading Russia taken from Soviet era 

feature films, as well as a soundtrack that is an anthology of the best music in the ballet repertoire. This 

book/dvd makes an ideal Christmas present for the culturally astute. 

This Book/DVD combination is available for $29 plus $5 S & H. 

Mail your Check to Fidelity Press, 206 Marquette Ave., South Bend, IN 46617, or call 
Norma at 574-289-9786. We take VISA and Mt. 


